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Current Topics. 
The Liquor Trade and the State. 

WE NoTeE with interest that in all three of the countries 
forming the United Kingdom—we hope we may call England 
and Wales one—a Judge of high position has been selected 
as chairman of the committees appointed to consider the finan- 
cial aspects of control and purchase of the liquor trade by 
the State—in England, Lord Sumner; in Scotland, Lord 
SHAW; and in Ireland, Mr. Justice GORDON. The reason 
assigned for the appointment of the committees is that the 
Government are “‘ of opinion that it may shortly be neces- 
sary as an urgent war measure to assume control of the manu- 
facture and supply of imtoxicating liquors during the war 
and the period of demobilisation, and that such control would 
involve the purchase after the war of the interests concerned 


| in such manufacture and supply.’’ We noticed some time 


ago (ante, p. 262) the preenscong statistics as to liquor con- 
trol, and the conclusion drawn by+Dr. ArtHuR SHADWELL 
that the effect had been to bring about a substantial decrease 


| of drunkenness It is singular that of all the great industries 


which have been brought under State control during the 


| war—railways, canals, milling, coal, to mention those which 


occur to us—the liquor industry has retained most indepen- 
dence, subject, of course, to licens ing and output restric- 


| tions, and to the orders of the Liquor Control Board. The 
| result of the present inquiries, and the future action of the 
| Government, will be awaited with great interest. Hitherto 


the Government, notwithstanding the smallness and the 


| supposed strength of the War Cabinet, appears to have been 
| unable to arrive at any decision, except postponement. 


|The Gold Mining Case. 


THE appeal in Amalgamated Properties of Rhodesia v. 
Globe and Pha wid Gold Mining Co. ( Time 8, 29th ult.) 


| has been disposed of with what may be described as celerity. 
The arguments lasted for thirteen days, and without taking 
| undue time for consideration the Court of Appeal on the 
| 28th ult. gave judgment dismissing the appeal and affirming 


the decision of Eve, J., in favour of the defendants. The 
question at issue, though relating to the title to valuable 
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minerals, was mainly one of fact, and the trial before Eve, 
J., lasted some 140 day This disparity in length of time 
between the hearing in the court of first instance and on 
appeal is, of course, easily intelligible When a case reaches 
the Court of Appeal the evidence has been taken, and, more- 
over, the particular points on which the result must depend 
have been already elucidated tut even so, other litigants 
in the Court of Appeal may be congratulated that the road 


has been se juickly cleared 


The Belgian Lawyers Relief Fund. 

WE HAVE received a copy of a further appeal issued by the 
Belgian Lawyers Aid Committee, of which Mr. W. F. Frap- 
GATE, M.V.O.. is the chairman, and Mr. F. G. C. Morris 
honorary secretary, and which is charged with the adminis- 
tration of the Belgian Lawyers Relief Fund. The previous 
appeals to the profession in June, 1915, and June, 1916, 
yielded £3,756, of which a balance is left of some £600 
sufficient probably to meet the committee’s requirements until 
about the end of this month. Up to 18th May the committee 
had made 455 grants in sums varying from £1 to £25, and 
grants, including administration ex- 


1 


the average weekly 


penses, amount to between £40 and £50 In addition to 
advancing money to those in distress, the committee, by means 
of their office in Central Buildings, Aldwych, and by the 
untiring energies of M. Carer pe Vries, their assistant secre- 


tary and only paid worker, render to applicants advice, com 
fort and assistance many various ways There is scarcely 
] 


a question of daily life, from the education and care of 


children to sickne death, accident and disputes, in which 


the help of the committee is not sought and obtained; and 


] 


that help, always promptly and gratuitously given, is greatly 
appreciated For nearly three vears Belgium has remained 
in the hands of the enemy, and the period of her grievous trial 
Whether with Lord Norruciirre we say 

ahsit ome that the war is just beginning, or in, as we 
gather. the spirit of the Prime Minister that we can see the 
beginning of the end, the neede of the refugees will last until 


is not over yet 


the pestoration of Belgium—a ‘‘ war aim’’ about which 
there is in no quarter any division of opinion—is complete 
Pending that, the committee make an urgent appeal for 


] 


generou financia upport 


“Absit Omen.” 


PERHAPS some of our readers may have noticed that the 


phrase we have used above was cited in an_ interesting | 


manner by Lord Corertner, C.J., in the Stepney Election 
Petition case (17 Q.B.D. 54, at p. 63). The question was 
whether persons born in Hanover before the accession of 
Queen Victoria to the Throne of the United Kingdom were, 
although resident in the United Kingdom, aliens, and so not 
entitled to the Parliamentary vote It was held that they 
were alien ince their allegiance was due to the King of 
Hanover, or the Sovereign who in 1886 by conquest repre- 
sented that King—/.e., the German Emperor. ‘“‘ If,’’ said 
Lord Coreripce, ‘‘ the Queen of these islands and the 
German Emperor were to go to war’’ (ahsit omen, as the 
but. it has been, and may be so 
again), ‘‘any one of these resident non-naturalized Hano- 
verians would undoubtedly, if serving in the British Army and 
taken prisoner, be liable to be shot as a traitor in arms against 
his Sovereign.’’ {hsit Omen notwithstanding, the Chief 


judges said in Calvin's case s 


Justice was, unhappily ,right when he said that what had been 
might be again; but at the present stage we may properly use 
ahsit omen as a pious hope against the indefinite prolongation 


of the war 


The Food Controller’s New Powers. 

WE print this week a new set of Defence of the Realm 
Regulations, some of which are of special interest. Regula- 
tion 2 in the original. Regulations gives power to the naval 
and military authorities to take possession of land, buildings, 
arms, ammunition and warlike stores. This, as is well known, 





of the Crown prerogative 


has been extensively exercised, and it has been carried further 
by Regulations 2a—2z, some of which apply also to the 
Minister of Munitions. Under Regulation 2p the Admirais 
or Army Council or the Minister of Munitions can take pos- 
session of any war material, food, forage, or stores. Regul 
tions 2r—2s originally gave certain powers over the food 
supply to the Board of Trade; but these were cancelled on 
the establishment of the Ministry of Food, and new Regula 
tions, 2F—2s, were introduced giving corresponding power 
to the Food Controller (ante, p. 203). Under these Regula- 
tions the Food Controller—now Lord Raonppa—may make 
orders relating to food supply generally (including maximum 
and minimum prices), and may require returns from dealers 
and manufacturers. The first of the new Regulations extends 
tegulation 2B to the Food Controller, as regards articles 
within his jurisdiction under Regulations 2F—2s. Upon a 
comparison of these regulations the effect of this legislation 
by reference does not seem to be very clear, but no doubt the 
substantial result is to give the Food Controller a general 
power of taking possession of food supplies. 


The Shipping Controller’s Powers. 

ANoTHER NEW Regulation of special importance is Regula- 
tion 39sBB, which defines the powers of the Shipping Con 
troller. The Ministry of Shipping, of which Sir Joserr 
Mac tay is the head, is one of the new Ministries established 
by the New Ministries and Secretaries Act, 1916, which re- 


| ceived the Royal Assent on 22nd December last. It is the 


duty of the Shipping Controller ‘‘ to control and regulate any 
shipping available for the needs of the country in such manner 
as to make the best use thereof, having regard to the circum 
stances of the time, and to také such steps as he thinks best 
for providing and maintaining an efficient supply of ship- 
ping.”’ For this purpose he is to have such powers of any 


| Government department as may be by Order in Council trans 


ferred to him, and such further powers as may be conferred 
on him by Defence of the Realm Regulations. We do not 
remember any Order in Council transferring powers to the 
Shipping Controller, and apparently the present regulation 


| is the first regulation giving him specific powers; but it will 


he seen from its terms that those now given are very wide 


| They give the Controller complete authority over shipping 
| traffic both in goods and passengers, including the trades 


in which ships are to be employed, the terms and conditions 
of the traffic, the ports of loading and discharge, the rates 
(maxima or minima) of freight or hire, and the forms 
of bills of lading and passenger tickets. But the Shipping 
Controller’s orders are to be subject to orders of the Ad- 
miralty or Army Council under Regulations 37, 38, and 39 
He will also have power to requisition shipping for cargo 
space and passenger accommodation, and, in default of agree- 
ment, compensation will be settled by arbitration, as in the 
case of ships requisitioned by the Admiralty. It is a little 
singular that these powers have not been expressly conferred 
before, but it is possible that Sir Josep Mactay has been 
acting hitherto either under his general powers or by virtue 
The terms of Regulation 39nas 
(7) suggest that the latter course has been adopted, and that 
the present regulation is meant to clear up any doubt there 
may be as to the Shipping Controller’s exact powers. 


Examination of Exempted Men, 


Ix THE course of an appeal at the House of Commons 
Appeal Tribunal, the Chairman, Mr. Donatp Mac ean, gave 
certain advice to exempted men called up for re-examination 
by the military authorities which requires to be received 
with caution. He stated categorically that the holder of 4 
certificate of exemption is excepted from the operation of the 
Military Service Acts, and therefore cannot be summoned 
for re-examination; he advised such men to notify their 


| tribunal of any summons received instead of obeying it. But 


surely this overlooks Regulation 45c of the Defence of the 
Realm Regulations. This specifically proviles for the com- 
pulsory re-examination of any man holding either (1) a certl- 
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ficate of exemption granted under the Military Service Acts, 
(2) one granted otherwise (i.e., presumably a certificate 
granted to an attested man, as distinct from a conscript), or 
(3) a certificate exempting a man from being called up for a 
limited period. In each of these cases the holder of a certi- 
ficate can be re-examined unless he has already been classified 
by a Medical Board. Clearly, then, Mr. Mac .ean’s state- 
ment must be read as applying only to exempted men who 
have already been classified by a Medical Board—as was the 
case, we believe, of the applicant whose appeal he was hearing 
Again, it must probably be limited to conscripts, for an 
attested man, holding as he does a mere non-statutory certifi- 
cate of exemption, is at the disposal of the military authorities 
for medical examination, although not actually called up. The 
opposite view, of course, is arguable, but so doubtful that it 
is not worth while advising a man to act upon it at his peril. 


The Land Union and the Corn Production Bill. 
WE PRINT elsewhere a memorandum relating to amend 
ments of the Corn Production Bill, which have been suggested 
by a Committee consisting of members of both Houses of Par- 
liament and the Council of the Land Union, and which will 
be raised on the Committee stage of the Bill. The principles 
of the Bill are mainly economical, and though, from that point 
of view, and pending the establishment in this country of a 
complete system of Socialism, they seem open to question, we 
have not thought it within our sphere to comment on them 
For instance, the proposal in clause 4 of a compulsory mini 
mum wage may have unexpected consequences unless the 
State—7.e., some Government Department—is going to take 
in hand the whole question of division of gross proceeds 
between landlord, farmer and labourer, with due regard, we 
hope, to the interests of the consumer. The Land Union sug 
gest an important amendment as to fixing the minimum wage 
Then there is the power of the Board of Agriculture to enforce 


proper cultivation, and in default to interfere with the con- 
tract of tenancy by iemsiodan it, or suspending particular 


conditions, or even to take possession and provide for the 
cultivation of the land themselves These are enormous 
powers to place in the hands of officials, and it is very properly 
proposed that there should be a right of appeal; and, further, 
that better provision should be made for compensation where 
pastures are compulsorily ploughed up, and in other cases 
of interference with property. We doubt whether the Bill 
can properly be described as a war measure, for in all pro- 
bability it cannot have any effect until the war is over, and 
it is obviously contentious in principle. So that it is not 
easy to understand why the Government is insisting on its 
being passed. But at least it should include proper safe- 
guards against departmental error. 


Contracts and Economic Impossibility. 


Tue House of Lords (the Lord Chancellor dissenting) has 
just overruled the Court of Appeal and “restored Mr. Justice 
Low’s judgment in the extremely important case of Tennant’s 
(Lancashire) (Limited) v. CU. D. Wilson d& Co. (Limited) 
(ante, p. 575). The principle governing this decision is of a 
far-reaching kind, although it depends on the construction of 
a war contract. Hitherto it has been generally assumed to be 
elementary law that, whenever a person contracts to do some- 
thing, he cannot excuse himself from performing his contract 
on the ground of what has been called economic impossibility 
i.e., by shewing that the cost of performing it has been raised 
to a ruinous extent by circumstances not contemplated by the 
parties when they entered into the contract. Physical impos- 
sibility is an excuse; so is illegality of the performance ; so 
is prevention by Act of State—but not mere increased ex- 
pense. But now, how is this doctrine to be applied when the 
parties actually contemplate and provide in their contract 
for the contingency of greatly added difficulty in performing 
the contract? This was the case with the contract now in ques- 
tion. The sellers had contracted to supply the purchasers 
with magnesium chloride during the year 1914, the usual 
running contract of delivery by instalments at a price per ton. 


A condition of the contract provided that deliveries might be 
‘suspended pending any contingencies beyond the control of 
the sellers or buyers (such as . .. war ) causing 
a short supply of . . . raw material or manufactured 
produce, or otherwise preventing or hindering the manufac- 
ture or delivery ’’’ of the chemical. Now the war caused 
shortage of supply in this as in other chemical products. But 
there was always magnesium chloride, in fact, available, 
although at an enhanced price, in sufficient quantities to 
satisfy the contract. Deliveries were suspended -by the sellers 
on economic grounds of cost, not because of any physical im- 
possibility in getting the supply. It is clear tah, apart 
from this condition in the contract, the sellers could not have 
set up war-shortage and war-enhanced prices as ‘‘ impossibility 
of performance ’’ such as excuses a breach of delivery. And 
so the question arises whether the condition in any way alters 
this rule. There are two possible views of the contractual 
stipulation. One is that it simply states expressly the 
common law implication as to ‘‘ subsequent impossibility,’’ 
and does not in any way modify it; in fact, that it is simply 
a good summary of the common law doctrine. The other 
view is that it was intended to do more than this, and bring 
in economic impossibility, in a serious case, as a valid defence, 
All turns on the import of ‘‘ preventing or hindering,’’ the 
erucial words in the clause. The majority of the Court of 
Appeal did not see their way to give these words the novel 
meaning desired ; but the majority of the Law Lords took the 
broader view, and held that a great rise in price due to war 
comes within the relief which the condition confers on the 
seller. 


Separation and Divorce. 

WE reprint elsewhere from the Times a report of a recent 
interview between the Hlome Secretary and a deputation, in- 
cluding Lord SypenHAM and Sir FreperitcKk Po.Lock, which 
urged upon him the necessity for legislation to make magis- 
terial separations convertible into divorce after a_ lapse 
of five years It will be remembered that the late Lord 
GORELL, then 3ARNES, J., called attention to the evil effect of 
separation orders in Dodd vy. Dodd (1906, P. 189), and his 
view was supported by the full Court of Appeal Hlarriman 
v. Harriman (1909, P. 123). Under the Summary Jurisdic- 
tion (Married Women) Act, 1895, either separation or main 
tenance or both can be ordered against a husband on the 
grounds of cruelty, desertion, or neglect; and by the Licensing 
Act. 1902, s. 5. this was extended to habitual drunkenness, 
and the jurisdiction on this ground was exercisable against 
the wife as well as against the husband. Before the cases 
just referred to, it had become the practice to combine separa- 
tion and maintenance orders, although in many cases—where, 
for instance, there was desertion maintenance was all that 
was required ; but the judicial comments resulted in a change 
in the practice, and, where possible, orders for maintenance 
only were made. This change had already occurred when 
Lord Gore.t’s Commission reported in 1912, but the view 
of the Commission was that further changes were necessary 
as regards separation “ Our conclusion,’’ they reported, 
‘is that the remedy of judicial separation is an unnatural 
and unsatisfactory remedy, leading to evil consequences, and 
that it is inadequate in cases where married life has become 
practically impossible’’ (Report, p. 94). They did not, in- 
deed, recommend the abolition of judicial separation; they 
preferred to retain it, but at the same time to permit of more 
extended jurisdiction and grounds of divorce. The 
grounds recommended by them were: (1) Adultery; (2) wil- 
ful desertion for three “years or upwards; (3) cruelty; (4) 
incurable insanity, after five years’ confinement; (5) habitual 
drunkenness ; and (6) imprisonment under a commuted death 
sentence. Thus the proposal made by the recent deputation 

to make five years’ separation convertible into divorce 
appears to go beyond the actual Report of the Commission. 
The whole que tion of the reform of the Divorce Laws has, like 
many other things, been postponed by the war, and Sir 
Grorce Cave held out no hope of immediate legislation, but 
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The Property in Engagement Rings. 

In THE Moss Jacohs v Fan y Davis (Times, 
inst.), SHEARMAN, J., sitting without jury, had 
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presents in anticipation of a future n Such ques 
tions really depend upon inferences of fact, like one recently 
determined in the South African courts where the matter 
debated was the liability for the price wedding cake 
ordered in anticipation of the marriage. And while we have 
no doubt that the decision of SHearMAN, J., was in accordance 
with equity and good sense, we do not think that it was of 
such general application as to furnish a rule in similar cases 
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Acceleration of Future Interests. 


| II. 

[Il.—LEGAL REMAINDERS CREATED BY DEVISE. 
| Before the Statutes of Devises, land was only devisable at 
| common law by local custom; but even in those days the law 
| was lenient to testators, and allowed future estates and in 
| terests to be created by although they could not be 
| created by conveyance In the old books future 
| estates of this kind are frequently referred to as ‘‘ remainders 
Perkins, ss. 563, 567; Pay’s Case, Cro. Eliz. 878), but 
| they are really in the nature of executory devises, and there 
fore come within the rules stated below in Section 111. 

When a true legal remainder—that is to say, a remainder 
which could have been created at common law inter vivos—is 
created by will, it does not differ from a remainder created by 
But a limitation in a will, which on the face of it is a 

remainder, may, by some latent defect or ex post facto, be acce 
| lerated so as to become an estate in possession, or be converted 
into an executory devise: Shepp. Touch. by Preston 452 
This proposition is illustrated by /ull v. Jacobs (3 Ch. D. 703) 
where the ‘‘ remainder ’’ seems to have been vested, and was 
therefore accelerated by the failure of the particular estate 
But Matuins, V.C., had some doubt whether the remainder 
was not contingent; if it was, then the effect of the avoidance 
life estate was to convert the remainder into an execu 
limitation, and the decision was erroneous. 
I1I.—EXECUTORY LIMITATIONS. 

It is familiar learning that future estates in land created by 
way of springing or shifting use, or by executory devise, differ 
from remainders in this respect, among others, that they need 
not be precedei by a particular estate, and, if so preceded, need 
not await its regular determination. It follows that there may 
be a gap or hiatus in the limitations which was contemplated 
by the settlor: as where the first estate is limited to commence 
futuro, or where the limitations do not exhaust the fee 
In such cases the hiatus is filled by a resulting use or 
trust for the settlor. The same principle applies where a gap 
is caused by an event not within the contemplation of the 
parties: Sanders’ Uses and Trusts, 358 ; Re Townsend’s Estate 
(34 Ch. 357); Aplin v. Stone (1904, 1 Ch. 543). 

It follows from the doctrine stated by Preston (Shepp 
Touch. 452) that if land is limited by way of use to A., 
bachelor, for life, with remainder to the use of his eldest son, 
and A. disclaims, the limitation to the son is converted into a 
springing use, because it cannot take effect as a contingent 
remainder ; consequently until A. dies or has a son there is a 
resulting use to the settlor. So if the limitations are by devise 
This doctrine was overlooked by WarRINGTON, J., in Re Scot 
(1911, 2 Ch. 374). 

In the case of personalty, the general rule is, that where a! 
interest which fails is followed by a contingent interest, the 
interim income results to the settlor or his personal representa- 


devise, 


inter vivos. 


(see 


dee | 


tory 


in 


| tives, unless a contrary intention appears, or unless the property 


is comprised in a residuary bequest. 
LV.—EQUITABLE REMAINDERS. 

In some respects equitable remainders resemble legal re- 
mainders, and this is so with regard to the doctrine of accelera- 
tion. Thus, if land limited by way of equitable estates to 
A. for life, with remainder to B. for life, with remainder to 
X. and Y. upon trust to preserve contingent remainders, with 
remainder to an unborn person, with remainder to C., and B.' 
estate is void ab initio, here the estate of X. and Y. is accele- 
rated: but, until the contingent remainder vests or fails, th 
rents and profits, unless expressly and validly disposed of, 
revert to the settlor or his heirs. This would be the result 1! 
the limitations were legal, and equity follows the law: Carrick 
Vv Errington @ ¢ W. 361, 5 Br. P. C. 391); Hopkins Vv. 

| Jlopkins (Cas. t. Talb. 44, 1 Atk. 597). 

In some he however, equitable remainders resemble 

executory limitations, for they are not subject to rules deriv ed 
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from the doctrine of seisin. If, therefore, land were limited 
by way of equitable estates to A. for life, with remainder to 
B. in fee, and A.’s estate failed ab initio by disclaimer or other- 
wise, it is submitted that B.’s estate would be accelerated, 
although, if the limitations were legal, it would be void. 


Equitable contingent remainders resemble legal contingent | 
rents and profits were both void by a statute then in force, 


remainders in some respects (Jarman on Wills, 6th ed. 286, 


328, 1437) ; but in many respects they resemble executory limi- | 


tations, for while they are subject to the Rule against Per- 
petuities (¢b:d. 368), they are exempt from liability to failure 
by the destruction or premature determination of the previous 
estate: ¢hid. 303, 1446. When that happens, the possession 


settlor or his heirs: Hopkins v. Hopkins (Cas. t. Tatb. 44; 
1 Atk. 597). 

In Re Willis (1917, 1 Ch. 365) land was devised to trustees 
upon trust for A. for life, with remainder in trust for A.’s 
sons successively in tail, and in default of such issue in trust 
for C. for life. A. disclaimed the life estate devised to him, 
and, as he had no son, there was a gap in the limitations. 
YouncGerR, J., held that the intermediate rents went to C. 
during the life of A. or until he had a son. The learned Judge 
thought that, if the limitations of the will had been legal, the 
case would have been governed by the technical rules applying 
to contingent remainders, and that he would have been bound 
to hold that there was an intestacy during the life of A. or 
until the birth to him of a son; but in so thinking the learned 
Judge was under a misapprehension, because, if the limitation 
to the eldest son of A. had been a legal limitation, the effect of 
A.’s disclaimer would have been to convert it into an execu- 
tory devise, there being no preceding estate of freehold to 
support it as a legal contingent remainder in its inception. 
The learned Judge seems also to have been under a misappre- 
hension in thinking that this rule as to the destination of inter- 
mediate rents before the vesting of a contingent interest is 
peculiar to legal contingent remainders: the contrary is clearly 
stated by Lord Harpwicke: ‘‘ Here is no provision made what 
shall become of those rents and profits until a son be born. 

Until somebody is in esse to take under this executory 
devise, the rents an1 profits must be looked uponas a residueun- 
disposed of, and consequently must descend upon the heir-at- 
law . . . which shews that equity follows the law’’: 
Hopkins v. Hopkins (Cas. t. Talb. 51-2). So Sanpers (Uses 
and Trusts, 358) : 

‘‘Where a testator creates an executory trust or devise to take 
effect within the limit allowed by law, and makes no disposition 
of the intermediate beneficial interest, the trust or equitable estate 
will descend to the heir until the contingency happens upon which 
the equitable executory devise is to arise.”’ 

The decision in Jull vy. Jacobs, on which YouNGER, J., seems 
to have relied, can only be supported on the theory that the 
“remainder "’ in question was vested ; it has therefore nothing 
to do with such a case as Re Willis, where the ‘‘ remainder ”’ 
was contingent. : 

YounGER, J., distinguished the case of Carrick v. Errington 
by treating it as having turned on the existence of a trust to 
preserve contingent remainders; but it is respectfully sub- 
mitted that the real ground of the decision, as clearly stated 
in both reports was that, until Tuomas Errincron died with- 
out issue male, the rents and profits were undisposed of, and 
reverted to the heir of the settlor. The case was cited by Lord 
HaRDWICKE in support of his decision in Hopkins v. Hopkins 
(Cas. t. Talb. 52), where the question was, what became of 
the intermediate rents and profits under an executory devise 
without any estate in trustees to support the limitations to 
unborn persons. This shews that the decision in Carrick v. 
Errington would have been the same, even if there had been 
ho trust to support the contingent remainders. 

It is a little difficult, if one may respectfully say so, to 
follow an argument which Youncer, J., based on Lord K1nu's 
judgment in Carrick v. Errington. In that case the limita- 
tions were to Epwarp for life, with remainder to his sons in 
tail, with remainder to Tuomas for life, with remainder to 
trustees to preserve contingent remainders, and, in the event 


ec 





of Tuomas’s estate determining during his life, upon trust to 
allow him to take the rents and profits, with remainder to 
THOMAS’S sons in tail male, with remainder to WiLtL1am for 
life, and soon. All the limitations were equitable. EDWARD 
died without issue, and THomas had noson. As THOMAS was a 
Papist, his life estate and the trust to allow him to take the 


and the question arose what became of the rents and profits 
during his life or until he had a son. It was held that the 
remainder to WILLIAM could not be accelerated, and that, until 


| THomas died or had a son, the rents and profits resulted to the 
| settlor’s heir-at-law. It is quite clear that in accordance with 


or intermediate income is undisposed of, and reverts to the | the doctrine stated at the commencement of this section, the 


remainder to the trustees was accelerated by the failure of 
THoMAS’s life estate, and Youncer, J., argued from this that 
in He Willis the ultimate remainder could be provisionally 
accelerated. But in Carrick v. Errington the remainder to the 
trustees was accelerated for good and all on the death of 
EpWARD, because it was not preceded by any contingent 
interest, and there was no question of a provisional or tempo- 
rary acceleration. In Re Willis, on the other hand, the ulti- 
mate remainder was preceded by a contingent remainder 
limited to unborn persons. This makes all the difference, be- 
cause at common law such a thing as provisional or temporary 
acceleration is impossible, and in this respect, as Lord Harp- 
WIckE remarked in //opkins v. Hopkins (supra), equity follows 
the law. 

It is respectfully submitted that the decision in Re Ty 
is contrary to authority, and is erroneous, unless it can be 
supported on the ground that A., who disclaimed the life estate 
devised to him, was the testator’s heir-at-law 

There cannot be any doubt that the rule advocated by the 
Real Property Commissioners and by Youncer, J., in ke 
Willis, is more rational than the rule established by authority 
The difficulty is that the law is too firmly settled to be altered 
except by Parliament. That is why the Real Property Com- 
missioners made the recommendation above referred to 

CHARLES SWEET. 


] 








The Late Mr. T. H. Carson, K.C. 


We have learned with great regret of the death of Mr. T. H. Carson, 
K.C., who was one of the most learned real property lawyers of his 
day. He was born in 1844, and was the son of the Rev. Joseru 
Carson, Senior Fellow and Vice-Provost of Trinity College, Dublin. 
He was educated at Marlborough College, and naturally pro 
ceeded to his father’s universiéy. At Dublin he had a very success- 
ful career, and became First Gold Medallist at Trinity College in 
both Classics and Philosophy. He was intensely devoted all his 
life to both his school and his college. 

Entering at Lincoln's Inn, he was the pupil of the late Lords 
Justices Matuew and Curirty, and for some years worked for the 
latter. He was called in 1869, and had a*very successful career as 
a junior. He was well known as a conveyancer and in court, and 
at one time he had a large company practice. But his speciality 
was real property law, and he made his mark as editor of Shel 
ford’s “ Real Property Statutes’? and of Tudor’s ‘“ Leading Cases 
on Real Property and Conveyancing.” It is not often that an 
established text-book will bear a change of name, but this happened 
in the case of ‘‘ Shelford,’’ and, in the last two elitions, that very 
useful work has been deservedly known as * Carson's Real Properts 
Statutes,’ the work of editing being shared, here and in “ Tudor 
by Mr. H. B. Bompas. Those who are in the habit of using the 
books will appreciate the wealth of learning as well as the untiring 
labour and care which were expended in bringing them into harmony 
with modern law, while at the same time preserving that insight 
into the old real property law which is essential to the proper 
understanding of this branch of the law. Mr. Carsow also published 
in 1907 the lectures which he delivered in 1907, at the request of the 
Council of Legal Education, on Prescription and Custom ; and only 
last year the ninth edition of Gale on Easements was published 
under his editorship. 

The reputation which Mr. Carson had won led to his being asked 
to undertake, with Lord Justice (then Mr. Justice) Swixren Eapy, 
the task of revising the articles in the ‘“‘ Laws of England ” under 
the Equity and Chancery titles. That work is now sufficiently well 
known to the profession for it to be unnecessary for us to say 
anything about it, or about the nature of the qualities which were 
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Correspondence. 
Military Service (Review of Exceptions) Act, 1917. 
[7 i the Edi 


Sir | . th interest 


of the Solicitors’ Journal and W eckly Reporter | 
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For instance, I have a youth in my own employ who was rejected 
in 1915 simply for insufficient chest measurement ; he has bee: 
called up again and, I think very properly, passed for genera 
service, a year and a half having improved him in this respect 
and also the authorities have found that a somewhat less minimu: 
might meet the case; and there are scores of such instances. 

Moreover, there are a good many cases, I think, where men ha 
quite improperly, through mistakes and by subterfuges, evaded 
military service in the past on medical grounds; surely it was 
right to give the military authorities power to deal with these cases 

it seems to me that while criticism of the medical administrati 
of the recruiting staff, is, no doubt, a good and wholesome thing up 
to a point, it is pushed rather far; and not enough consideration 
is given to the fact that since the war began a great many medical 
ventlemen have been serving a rather thankless task, under v 
difficult conditions, and if they make an occasional mistake it is 
wondered at. Most of their critics would probably d 
much worse if they were in their position. 


not to be 


Epwarp BRAMLEY 


6, Paradise Sheffield, July 3 


As on other 
printing M1 


square, 
have much pleasure in receiving and 
Bramley’s letter. We should have more hesitation 
in expressing our own opinions did we not know that they we 
open to criticism. At the same time we think we are not alon 
in the view that the claims of the War Office on the civil popula 
tion have been pushed too harshly and too far, But to follow t! 
up would lead us beyond this note. The immediate matter for 
practical purposes is the administration of the Review of Excep 
tions Act, and the Committee have wisely decided to take the 
evidence on that in public Ep, S.J. ] 


occasions, we 


Estate Duty and Annuities. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and W eekly Reporter 


When an annuitant dies estate duty is not payable if 
ents have been appropriated by or at the request of the 
The Revenue admit this to be a settlement by 


Sil 
Investn 
residuary legatee 
the re 
June 


siduary legatee on himself. 
30 

We presume that this is under section 15 (1) of the Finance Act, 
1896. We did not refer to this in our note on the point (anf 
p. 538), and we should have thought that provision only applied 
to an original disposition. The residuary legatee takes the estate 
subject to the annuity, and an arrangement as to how it is to be 
paid hardly seems to be a ‘‘ disposition ’’ or settlement. But our 
correspondent appears to have established the contrary, and we 
are obliged for his letter.—Ep. S.J.] 
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CASES OF THE WEEK. 
| Court of Appeal. 


PANOUTSOS v. RAYMOND HADLEY CORPORATION. No. |. 
13th and 14th June. 


DELIVERY BY INSTALMENTS—BREACH OF CONDITION AS 
ro PayMENT—WaAIVER BY SELLERS—RiGHt TO CANCEL CONTRACT 
NoOTIceE BY SELLERS OF INTENTION TO CANCEL. 


In a contract for the sale of 4,000 tons of flour, delivery to be made 
at different times, and each shipment to be deeme d a separate contract, 
a provision that payment should be by ‘confirmed banker's 
credit, The buyer (the plaintiff) opened a credit with a banker jor 
meeting the deliveries, but it did not satisfy the definition of “con 
firmed banker's credit’’; the sellers, however, made several deliveries 
of the flour. Before the deliveries were complete, they notified to the 
huyer, withou of their intention, that they cancelled 
the contract 

Held, that, if the sellers desired to cancel the balance of the deliveries 

ler the contract, they could have done so by giving reasonable notice. 
Vo such notice had been given to the buys r, who had there fore no oppor 
fur ity 7 putting the credit ona proper footing, and for that reason he 
was entitled to succeed in his claim for damages. 


Decision of Bailhache, J. (reported ante, .p. 316), affirmed. 


Appeal by the Raymond Hadley Corporation, of New York, the 
defendants in an action tried by Bailhache, J., in which his lordship 
ipheld the award of the arbitrators in a reference in which the plaintiff, 
Mr claimed damages for breach of a contract to supply 
certain flour in The arbitrators’ award was 
stated as a special case for the opinion of the Court. By a contract 
the defendants sold to the plaintiff 4,000 tons of flour to be 
steamer or steamers as per bill of lading, each shipment 
as a separate contract. Payment to be by cash against 
New York; and there was a provision in the contract, 


SALE or Goops 


there wa 


t pre tou notice 


Panoutsos, 
consignments of Crreece 
in writing 
despatched by 
being treated 
documents in 





‘pl T- 
on he 


., the 
dship 
intiff, 
upply 
{ as 
ntract 
to be 
pment 
gainst 
tract, 


July 7, 1917 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 


[Vol. 61.] 591 








‘* Payment by confirmed banker's credit.’’ A credit was opened by the 
buyer with a banker in New York, which was not, however, a guaranteed 
or irrevocable credit as required by the contract. From time to time 
shipments of flour were delivered, and were paid for by the New York 
bank. At the request, moreover, of the sellers, the buyer agreed to an 
extension of the time for deliveries being made ; but several days before 
the extended date the sellers informed the buyer that they cancelled the 
contract. The buyer declined to accept the cancellation of the balance 
of the deliveries that remained, and the dispute which then arose was 
referred to arbitration. The arbitrators made an award that the sellers 
were in default in not shipping the balance of the flour in accordance 
with the contract, and ordered them to pay damages. Bailhache, J., 
upheld the award, and the sellers appealed. 

Lord Reaping, C.J., in giving judgment, said that Bailhache, J., 
gave a judgment which was in favour of the buyer, holding that the 
sellers were not entitled to cancel the contract when they purported to do 
so, and that they were responsible in damages for non-delivery of the 
balance of the 4,000 tons of flour remaining due under the contract 
itself. His lordship referred to the correspondence, and said the 
learned Judge had found that the buyer was entitled to have reason- 
able notice, and that the sellers had not given any such notice. In 
his opinion that view was right. It was clear that on 22nd and 23rd 
November the sellers determined, if they could, to cancel. They pur- 
ported to cancel on the wrong ground of the blockade of Greece, and 
it was only on 25th November, after they had been told by their 
London house that that was a bad ground, that they then cabled 
that they cancelled on the grounds that guaranteed credit had not been 
provided. He thought that was an after-thought, and was arrived at 
when they began to consider what other grounds there were on which 
they could right themselves on this contract. They were entitled to 
cancel the contract if they gave reasonable notice ; but it was clear that 
they did not give that notice, but elected to cancel on the grounds 
of blockade. In the result, he agreed with the conclusion arrived at 
by Bailhache, J., and therefore the appeal would be dismissed with 
costs. 

Lord Cozens-Harpy, M.R., and Scrurton, L.J., concurred. Order 
pee linge ema for the appellants, J. B. Matthews, K.C., and 
Stuart Bevan; for the respondents, Adair Roche, K.C. and R. A. 
Wright. Soxictrrors, Coward, Hawksley, Sons, & Chance; Stibbard 
#& Co. 

(Reported by Ensxine Rerp, Barriseter-at-Law.) 


ANGLO-RUSSIAN MERCHANT TRADERS (LIM.) v. JOHN BATT & CO. 
(LONDON) (LIM.). No.1. 14th and 16th June. 


War—Conrract ror Sate or ALUmMINIUM—ProntsrTion or Export 
witHout Licence—Imptiep OsiicaTIon TO OpTaIn LiceNcE oR Pay 
Damaces—Derence or THE Reatm Reautations, No. Wa, or 71TH 
Decemper, 1915. 

_By a contract dated August, 1915, the defendants sold to the plain- 
tiffs fifty tons of aluminium, to be shipped to Vladivostock during 
December-January, 1915-1916, c«./., £180 per ton, “cash against docu 
ments by London bank.” It was within the knowledge of both parties 
that there was a prohibition of the export of aluminium from this 
country except by licence granted by the British Government. The 
sellers did their very best to obtain a licence, but failed, and on default 
of delivery the buyers claimed damages for breach of contract. The 
umpire awarded the buyers £2,500 damages, and Bailhache, J., upheld 
the award. 

Held, that no damages were recoverable by the buyers, the implied 
obligation on the sellers being that they would do their best to obtain 
the licence, not that they would undertake to obtain the licence or pay 
damages. And further, as under the provisions of Regulation 30a of 
the Defence of the Realm Regulations (7th December, 1915), the pro- 
hibition against buying, selling, or dealing in aluminium, even outside 
the United Kingdom, including the appropriation of stock abroad, applied 
to an agreement to sell made before the passing of the Regulation, the 
sellers were excused from fulfilling the contract. 

Decision of Bailhache, J., reversed. 


Appeal from a judgment of Bailhache, J., on an award stated in the 
v0 of a special case. The facts sufficiently appear from the head 
hote. 

Lord Reapine, C.J., in giving judgment, said that, even assuming 
that the contract was to ship from the United Kingdom only, the law 
would imply from the language of the contract and the circumstances 
of the case that there was an obligation on the sellers to ship aluminium, 
or if they could not perform the obligation, to pay damages, apart 
altogether from whether or not the licence was obtained from the 
Government. The umpire found that the failure to ship was due to 
the inability of the sellers to obtain a permit, although they had done 
their best to obtain one. He found also that the contract note was 
not subject to an implied term that the sellers’ obligation to ship was 
subject to their obtaining a permit to ship, and he held that, there 

ing no express term, such as ‘“‘ subject to permit being obtained,”’ the 
sellers assumed the obligation and risk of being able to obtain a permit, 
equally with the obligation of obtaining the goods or freight room, and 
they were consequently liable in damages. In his opinion the obligation 
implied was that the sellers would do their best to obtain the licence, 
but not that they would undertake either to obtain the licence or pay 
damages. Therefore if, as the umpire found as a fact, the sellers did 
use their best endeavours, then their failure to ship was not a breach 





of the obligation. Then it was said that the contract did not require 
the aluminium to be shipped from the United Kingdom, but could have 
been satisfied by aluminium shipped from the United States. But the 
defence to that set up, by the sellers was that by virtue of Reg. Wa 
of the Defence of the Realm Regulations, which was made on the 7th 
December, 1915, there was a prohibition against shipping aluminium 
from America, or elsewhere, and therefore they could not fulfil the 
contract by buying, selling, or dealing in aluminium, even outside the 
United Kingdom, and the regulation included the appropriation of 
aluminium to an agreement to sell made before the making of the 
regulation. The object of that regulation was obviously intended to 
prevent any person in this country selling aluminium or any war material 
to which the regulation applied, whether or not the sale was to be 
effected in the United Kingdom, unless authorized by a permit from 
the Government. The sellers were, therefore, prohibited from appro- 
priating to the contract aluminium belonging to them in the United 
States. It followed that the sellers were excused from the performance 
of the contract, and the buyers could recover nothing from them. 

Lord Cozens-Harpy, M.R., and Scrutton, L.J., agreed in the appeal 
being allowed, with costs.—CounsgL, for the appellants, Leck, K.C., 
and Theobald Mathew; for the respondents, Leslie Scott, K.C., and 
Duckworth. Soricrrors, Shepherd & Walters; Seaton, Taylor, & Co. 

[Reported by Ersxine Reip, Barrieter-at-Law.) 


Re CHARTERIS. CHARTERIS v. BIDDULPH. No. 2. 
25th and 26th June. 
Witt—SertLtep Lecacy out or ResIDUE GIVEN ON TRUST FOR SALE 
POWER TO POSTPONE AND APPROPRIATE—INTEREST IN MEANTIME GIVEN 


ON Lecacy—Bona Fipe RerusaL or TRustees TO Ratse LEGACY OR 

APPROPRIATE— VALID EXERCISE OF DISCRETION 

A testatrix devised and bequeathed all her real and personal property 
to trustees upon trust for sale and conversion, and out of the money 8o 
raised to raise the clear sum of £230,000, and pay as from her death 
the income the reoft to the elder son for his life. And she declared that 
‘all or any part” of the said sum of £230,000 which should not jor the 
time being have been raised or appropriated should bear interest from 
her death at the rate of 34 per cent. per annum, and such interest should 
be deemed part of the income of the investments representing the 
£230,000. ‘U'he trustees were empowered to appropriate in their *‘ un- 
controlled discretion’’ property to satisfy this legacy, and were 
empowered to postpone sale and conversion, and authorized to deter- 
mine conclusively all matters of doubt. The trustees intimated that in 
the exercise of their duty to protect the interests of the residuary 
legatees, they had determined to postpone the raising of the £230,000 
until times were more favourable. No reflection was made upon their 
bona fides. Younger, J., was of opinion that the firat duty of the 
trustees was to raise the fund and provide the same in full, that they 
had misconceived their position, and therefore had not exercised thetr 
discretion at all. He was further of opinion, on the construction of the 
will, that as and when any sale was made, and the proceeds applied or 
other appropriation made in or towards the satisfaction of the legacy, 
the investment so sold or appropriated must be deemed to have been 
appropriated to the legacy by relation back to the day of the testatriz’s 
death, so as to make the interim dividends interim income of the legacy, 
the 34 per cent. being brought into account. T'he trustees appealed, 

Held, that the appeal must be allowed on both points. 

Decision of Younger, J. (1917, 1 CA. 377), reversed. 

Appeal by the trustees from a judgment of Younger, J. 
are sufficiently indicated in the head note. 

Swinren Eapy, L.J., in the course of his judgment, said that Lady 
Margaret Charteris, by her will dated 31st December, 1909, devised and 
bequeathed to her trustees all her real and personal property upon 
trust to sell and convert into money, and cut of the proceeds to arise 
therefrom to raise the clear sum of £230,000 free of duty, costs, and 
other deductions (thereinafter designated ‘‘ the trust fund ’’), and to 
pay as from the day of her death the income of the trust fund to her 
elder son, Richard Butler Charteris, during his life, and after his death 
she directed her trustees to hold the trust fund and the income thereof 
on certain trusts. The testatrix directed that, subject and without 
prejudice to the raising of the £230,000 out of the moneys to arise as 
aforesaid, and to the trusts therein before declared concerning the 
same, her trustees should hold the said money, and the investments 
for the time being representing the same, upon trusts, in effect to transfer 
and pay the same in equal shares to the trustees of two settlements 
executed in 1887 and 1894, under which her elder and younger sons 
were respectively tenants for life. The will contained a declaration 
that all or any part of the trust fund which should not for the time 
being have been raised, or for which on should not have been 
appropriated under the power in the will, should bear interest at 34 per 
cent., such interest to be deemed part of the income. Power was 
given to the trustees at any time or times, ‘‘in their or his uncontrolled 
discretion,’”’ to appropriate any part of the property in its actual state 
of investment in or towards satisfaction of the trust fund, and for 
that purpose to determine conclusively the value of the trust premises, 
or any part or parts thereof, in such manner as they or he should think 
fit. The trustees were empowered at their discretion to postpone or 
delay the sale and conversion, and were authorized to determine all 
questions or matters of doubt arising in the administration of her 
estate or the execution of the trusts of her will, such determination to 
The testatrix died in February, 1915. Her two sons 


The facts 


be conclusive. 
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survived her, and both had attained twenty-one at the date of her 
death. The settlement of 1887 to the trustees, of which one moiety 
was to be paid, was a settlement made by R. B. Charteris, under 
which there was reserved to him a first life interest in the tunds 
thereby settled ; and the settlement of 1894, to which the second moiety 
of the residue was to be paid, was one made to E. B. Charteris, under 
which was reserved to him a first life interest in the funds so settled. 
Whether any substantial pecuniary provision was by the will made for 
E. B. Charteris depended upon the amount of residue payable under its 
terms to the trustees of the settlement of 1894. ‘The trustees, after pay- 
ing the debts and pecuniary legacies, deemed it advisable to postpone 
for a time selling the vi iluable securities (which were more than suf- 
ficient) in order to appropriate the £230,000 until more favourable 
times, and they proposed to continue to pay R. B. Charteris at the 
rate of 34 per cent. R. B. Charteris took out a summons to have it 
determined in effect whether, in refusing to raise the legacy of £230,000 
by sale or appropriation at their realizable value of securities sufficient 
for the purpose, the trustees were acting within the powers conferred 
upon them. The summons came on before Younger, J., who held that 
the trustees had acted bond fide, but decided that the first duty of the 
trustees was to raise the trust fund, that they had misconceived their 
position, and had not really exercised their discretion at all, and he 
referred the matter back to them. He also decided that the investment, 
when sold or appropriated, must be deemed to have been appropriated 
o the legacy by relation back to the day of the testatrix’s death, so 
as to make the interim dividends interim income of the legacy, the 
34 per cent. interest being brought into account. In his lordship’s view 
that decision was wrong on both points. He thought that the proper 
order on the summons would be ‘to declare first that upon the true 
construction of the will and in the events which had happened, the 
trustees were entitled to postpone or delay the sale and conversion of 
the testatrix’s estate, and that, in postponing or delaying such sale and 
conversion to the present time, the trustee had not improperly exercised 
the discretion vested in them. Secondly, to declare that the testatrix’s 
elder son, as the tenant for life of the trust fund, was only entitled to 
receive out of the residuary estate interest at 34 per cent. as from the 
death of the testatrix upon the trust fund, or such part thereof as should 
from time to time remain unpaid or unappropriated, and was not 
entitled to receive any further sum in respect of income which had the 
trust fund been raised or invested or appropriated he would have re 
ceived.’’ The appeal of the trustees = fore succeeded on both points. 

SANKES and WARRINGTON, L.JJ., agreed in this decision. Order 
accordingly Counsex, for the trus ea of the will, Broughton; for the 
trustees of the settlements of 1887 and 1894, Mark Romer, K.C., and 
lighion Pollock; for R. B. Charteris, Clauson, K.C., and #. E. Farrer. 
Soxicrrors, /lallowesa d Carter; Farrer & Co 


[Reported by Eraxins Rap, Barrister-at-Law.) 


CHAPRONIERE v. LAMBERT. 

Statute or Fravps—Partr PerrorMance—Parot AGREEMENT TO DEMISE 

Farnm—PaymMent or Rent in Apvance—-No Possess1on— REPUDIATION 
or AGREEMENT BY DEFENDANT 


No. 2. 27th and 28th June. 


Held, that the principle that under a verbal contract to purchase land 
the payment of the purchase money is insufficient part performance to 
satisfy section 4 of the Statute of Frauds, applies equally 70 such an 
agreement for a lease under which a quarter's rent was paid in advance. 

Thursby v. Eccles (49 W. #. 281, 70 L. J. GY. B. Ql) followed. 

Miller & Aldworth Limited) 4 Sharp 1899, 1 Ch. 622. a. ae 
268) applied 


Appeal by the plaintiff from a judgment of Eve, J., in an action 
inter alta for a declaration for the specific performance of an agreement 
by the defendant made on 22nd April, 1916, to grant to the plaintiff 
a lease for three, seven, or fourteen years at the plaintiff's option, of 
a farm and premises situate and known as Limbourne Farm, Mundon, 
Essex, with the option of purchasing the same within three years at 
£2,100 The defence was that there had been no part performance by 
the plaintiff or by the defendant of any agreement between them, and 
no memorandum in writing as required by section 4 of the Statute of 
Frauds. At the trial the plaintiff's case was that there was a chain éf 
documents which, read successively, shewed that the agreement had been 
part performed. This chain began by the defendant writing out a 
rough memorandum of the terms and handing it to the plaintiff to copy, 
by the payment of one quarter's rent in advance, by the defendant 
making out and signing a list of fixtures and certain fittings, and by 
the plaintiff and the defendant going through it and agreeing prices, 
and by the sending to the pay wench solicitors by the defendant's 
solicitor a draft of the lease to approve The document mainly relied 
on by the plaintiff was the one made out by the defendant at the 
interview on 22nd April, embodying the terms on which the defendant 
agreed to let the farm. But it was not signed by anybody. It was not 
disputed that the cheque was given for rent which would, if the agree 
ment had stood, have been owing on 29th September, and the receipt 
for the cheque signed by the defendant ran : ‘‘ Received . . being 
one quarter's rent due 29th September, 1916, for premises situated Lim 
bourne, Mundon.”” Eve, J., held that the statutory defence entitled 
the defendant to judgment and dismissed the action without costs. The 
plaintiff appealed. Counsel in support of the appeal referred to Nunn 
v. Fabian (L.. R. 1 Ch. App. 35); Miller & Aldworth (Limited) vy. Sharp 
(1899, 1 Ch. 622); V'hurehy v. Keeler (49 W. R. 281 [SwInren Eapy, 
L.J ; referred to Vaddison v i/derson 31 W R 820, 8 App. Cas 467), 





which was considered in Humphreys v. Green (10 Q. B. D. 148).] With 
out hearing counsel for the respondent, 

THe Court dismissed the appeal. 

Swinren Eapy, LJ., after referring to the facts, said that in his 
view there was no sufficient memorandum of the agreement within the 
meaning of section 4 of the Statute of Frauds so as to enable the plain 
tiff to sue upon it. The plaintiff's case was that, although there was 
no single document which incorporated all the essential terms of the 
agreement come to at the interview of 22nd April, 1916, yet all 
the documents on which he relied constituted a chain from which such 
a memorandum must be evolved. No case had been cited to the Court 
in which the mere payment of rent in advance, apart from possession, 
had been held sufficient to take the case out of the statute by virtue of 
part performance. In Nunn vy. Fabian (supra) the tenant was in posses 
sion, and that case did not assist the plaintiff. In Maddison y. Alder 
son (supra) the whole law on the sahiad was dealt with fully, and 
that case was referred to by Bigham, J., when he decided T'hursby v. 
Kecles (supra). He thought that these authorities shewed that the law 
was that a payment of money, whether by way of purchase price or 
rent, was not such a part performance of the contract as would take it 
out of the statute. The reason of that was that, when the court of 
equity gave relief from the operation of the statute, it did so upon the 
equities which had arisen out of the acts of the parties. But no 
equities could arise where the parties could be restored to their original 
condition by a repayment of money paid. He came to the conclusion 
that judgment had rightly been entered for the defendant. 

Bankes, L.J., gave judgment to the same effect. 

WaRRINGTON, L.J., agreed. The question raised was undoubtedly one 
of very general importance. It was laid down in Fry on Specific Per- 
formance, 5th edition, p. 291, that ‘‘in order to withdraw a contract from 
the operation of the statute four essential circumstances must occur : 
First, the acts of part performance must be such as not only to be refer- 
able to a contract such as that alleged, but to be referable to no other 
title; secondly, they must be such as to render it a fraud in the 
defendant to take advantage of the contract not being in writing; 

thirdly, the contract to which they refer must be such as in its own 
nature is enforceable by the Court; and, fourthly, there must be proper 
parol evidence of the contract which is let in by the acts of part per- 
formance.’’ In his lordship’s opinion the view there expressed was 
the right view. If possession was changed, the relation of the parties 
was also necessarily changed; but mere payment of a sum of money 
by one party to the other meant only the indemnification of the party 
paying it. There could be no difference between payment of money for 
rent and payment of the purchase price. In his view Bigham, J.’s, 
decision in 7'hursby v. Eccles (supra), extending the rule as to the in- 
sufficiency of a payment of the purchase price to a payment of rent 
in advance, where possession was not taken, was clearly right, and 
covered the present case.—CounseL, for the appellant, 2. W. 8. Coz- 
Sinclair and Wardley; for tle respondent, Micklem, K.C., and 
Johnston-Edwards. Sowicrtors, Chaproniere & Co.; R. G. Harrison. 


[Reported by Ernsxine Rep, Barrieter-at-Law.] 





Probate, Divorce and Admiralty 
Division. 


IN PRIZE, 
‘““THE SEVERN.” Evans, P. 2nd July. 


Prize BOUNTY—OFFICERS AND MEN IN AEROPLANES—RIGHT TO SHARE 

IN Prize Bountry—Navat Prize Act, 1864, s. 42. 

The officers and men of aeroplanes belonging to the Royal Naval Air 
Service, and attached to a man-of-war during her destructive operations 
against the King’s enemies, are entitled to share in prize bounty under 
section 42 of the Naval Prize Act as being part of the crew of the man- 
of-war so carrying out such destructive operations. 


This case raised a new point as to the rights of airmen under the 
Naval Prize Act, 1864. In July, 1915, 7'he Konigsberg was destroyed 
by H.M.S. Severn and Mersey in the Rufiji River in Africa. From the 
report of Vice-Admiral Sir Herbert King-Hall, published in the second 
supplement to the London (/azette for 7th December, 1915, it appeared 
that, in accordance with orders issued by him, the various athe: con- 
cerned took up their appointed stations on 5th July, in readiness for 
the operations on the following day. At 4.15 a.m. on 6th July H.M.S. 
Severn, Captain Eric J. A. Fullerton, R.N., and H.M.S. Mersey, Com 
mander Robert A. Wilson, weighed and proceeded across the bar into 
the Kikunja branch of the Rufiji River, which they entered about 5.20 
a.m. The Severn was anchored head and stern, and fire was opened on 
The Konigsberg by 6.30 am. ‘The Mersey was similarly moored, and 
opened fire shortly after. At 5.25 a.m. an aeroplane, with Flight Com 
mander Harold E. M. Watkins as pilot, and carrying six bombs, left 
the aerodrome in Mafia Island. The bombs were dropped at 7'he 
Konigsberg with the intention of hampering any interference she might 
attempt with the monitors while they were getting into position. At 
5.40 a.m. another aeroplane, with Flight Commander John T. Cull as 
pilot and Flight Sub-Lieutenant Harwood J. Arnold as observer, left 
the aerodrome for the purpose of spotting for the monitors. Fire was 
opened at 6.30 a.m., but as 7'he Konigsberg was out of sight it was very 
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difficult to obtain satisfactory results, and the difficulties of the observers 
in the aeroplanes in marking the fall of the shots which fell amongst 
the trees was very great, and made systematic shooting most difficult. 
There being only two aeroplanes available, considerable intervals elapsed 
between the departure of one and the arrival of its relief from the 
aerodrome thirty miles distant, and this resulted in a loss of shooting 
efficiency. At 12.35 one of the aeroplanes broke down, ard at 3.50 
the second one also. Z'he Konigsberg kept up a heavy fire on the 
monitors until about 12.30, when her fire slackened. At 2.40 p.m. she 
ceased firing, having for some time limited her fire to one gun. At 3.30 
p.m. the monitors ceased fire, and retired out of the river, rejoining 
the Vice-Admiral’s flag off Koma Island at 6 p.m. As it was necessary 
to make a fresh attack on 7'he Konigsberg to complete her destruction, 
further operations were carried out on 11th July, by which date the 
aeroplanes were again ready for service, and the monitors had made 
good certain defects and completed with coal. The attack was 
carried out on the same lines as on the previous occasion, and the same 
mouth of the river was used. ‘“'he Severn was moored in a position 
1,000 yards closer to the enemy than on 6th July, which made her fire 
much more effective. The observers in the aeroplanes, by their excellent 
spotting, soon got the guns on the target, and hit after hit was rapidly 
signalled. At 12.50 it was reported that 7'he Konigsberq was on fire, 
and she was afterwards a complete wreck. Counsel in support of the 
application for prize bounty for those engaged in the fight said the 
bounty was claimed for the destruction of The Konigsberg in the Rufiji 
River, Africa, in July, 1915. An affidavit had been sworn by Captain 
Eric John Arthur Fullerton, D.S.O., from which it appeared than on 
6th June, 1915, and at all other dates relevant to the affidavit, he was 
in command of H.M.S. Severn, and, subject to instructions received from 
Vice-Admiral Sir Herbert King-Hall, Commander-in-Chief, Cape of 
Good Hope Station, he was in charge of the operations directed against 
Lhe Konigsberg. What occurred during those operations was set out in 
the report of Sir Herbert King-Hall, published in the Second Supple 
ment to the London Gazette, 7th December, 1915, which is summarized 
above. With regard to the pilots and observers of the aeroplanes, they 
belonged to the R.N.A.S., and were lent to 7'he Severn and The Mersey 
for these operations. They were on the books of the monitors, and he 
submitted that they formed part of the crews of those vessels and were 
entitled to share in the prize bounty. Counsel on behalf of the Pro- 
curator-General, supported the motion, and said that he agreed that 


German law, or (3) was not conformable to the usage of nations in 
accordance with the rule in Wolff v. Oxholm (1817, 6 ./. & S. 92). 
Held, accordingly, on an application to review the certificate of the 
master allowing interest in accordance with the contract, as interpreted 
by German law, that such interest was properly allowable. 
On the application of Wild & Co. a vesting order had been made 
under section 4 of the Trading with the Enemy Amendment Act, 1914, 
relating to the above company, and an inquiry was directed as to what 
| debts, if any, were owing by the enemy company to persons within the 
United Kingdom not being enemies within the meaning of the Act. 
By an order of 26th November, 1916, it was ordered that the Custodian 
should, out of moneys in his hands, pay to creditors, including Messrs. 
Wild, the amounts scheduled by the order. While the master was 
completing his certificate, an application was made as to allowance of 
interest, and on lst June, 1916, Younger, J., made an order directing 
the master not to compute interest on any debts which by law ordeal 
no interest, and he held that the interest on debts which by contract 
carried interest ought to be allowed, and directed the master to ascer 
tain whether Messrs. Wild's debt carried interest under the contract (see 
Re Field Krupp Ges., 1916, 2 Ch. 194). It was common ground that this 
contract fell to be interpreted and the rights of the parties regulated 
according to German law, and it was further agreed that under , pment 
law interest at the rate of five per cent. per annum was payable from 
the date of maturity, even in the absence of agreement. The master 
found Wild & Co.’s debt did carry interest, and allowed it accord- 
ingly. The enemy company issued this summons to vary the certificate 
and disallow the interest. They contended that interest was not 
payable by reason of a German ordinance of 30th September, 1914, 
issued by the Federal Council, by virtue of power conferred by an 
Imperial Statute. The ordinance (infer alia) forbade transmission of 
goods to Great Britain, and after a clause postponing payment to speci- 
fied enemy arrears as from 31st July, 1914, proceeded as follows :—‘‘ No 
interest can be claimed in respect of the period during which this post- 
ponement continues.”’ It also provided that legal consequences of failure 
to perform the contracts coming within its purview were to be treated as 
if they had never arisen. On the effects of this ordinance the case 
turned. 

Youncer, J., after stating the facts, said : The ordinance was not in 
any sense part of the general German law. Its intention was to 





for the purpose of bounty the pilots and observers of the aeroplanes 
were to be included in the crews of the monitors. 

Sir Samvet Evans, P., in giving judgment, said : This is an applica- 
tion on behalf of the officers and ships’ companies of H.M.S. Severn 


(Captain Eric J. A. Fullerton, D.S.0.) and Mersey (Commander R. A. | 


Wilson, D.S.0.) for prize bounty for the destruction of the German 
armed cruiser Konigsberg in the River Rufiji in the circumstances de- 
scribed in the affidavit of Captain Fullerton and the report of Vice- 
Admiral Sir H. King-Hall. The only new feature in this case is that 
application is made also on behalf of the officers and men who were 
serving in the aeroplanes to be included among those who are entitled 
to have prize bounty granted and distributed. ‘1he officers and men 
of the two aeroplanes belonged to the Royal Naval Air Service, and 
it is admitted that they were attached to The Mersey and The Severn 
for these operations; and it is clear from the report that the services 
rendered by them were of a very valuable kind. I think that I am 


acting well within my powers in deciding that the officers and men | 


belonging to the two aeroplanes, for the purpose of section 42 of the 
Naval Prize Act, 1864, formed part of the crews of ‘he Severn and 
I'he Mersey, to which vessels they were attached. I pronounce and 
declare, therefore, that the officers and ships’ companies of 7'he Severn 
and The Mersey and the officers and men of the two aeroplanes were 
present at and assisted in the destruction of the armed ship KonigeSerq, 
belonging at the time to enemies of His Majesty, and that at the 
beginning of the engagement there were on board ‘he Koniqsherg 384 
persons, and therefore the amount of the prize bounty payable at the 
rate of £5 per head is £1,920.—Counser., Commander Maxwell Ander 
son, R.N.; Harold Hardy (for M. Snagge). Soticators, Hotterell d: 
Roche, for Holt & Co., Navy agents, for the claimants; 7'he Treasury 
Solicitor, on behalf of the Procurator-General. 
[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at-Law.] 








CASES OF LAST SITTINGS, 
High Court—Chancery Division. 


Re FIELD KRUPP ACTIEN-GESELLSCHAFT. Younger, J. 
9th and 10th May. 


War—Travtnc Wirn tHe Enemy—GermMan Orprnance Prectupinc 
PAYMENT OF INTEREST. 


Where an enemy ordinance passed after the outbreak of war post- 
poned the fulfilment of certain contracts, and continued, “no interest 
can be claimed in respect of the period during which postponement 
continues,”’ 

Held, that such a provision was inoperative, (1) as not being part of 
the German general law, or (2) as essentially one-sided and not in the 
contemplation of the parties to the contract at the time when they 
entered into it and nidertech that their rights were to be regulated by | 


penalize particular classes of persons, and injure the country to which 
they belonged. The rule of German law which prescribes payment of 
interest in the case of contracts between mercantile traders operates 
indifferently for or against each party, but the suppression of interest 
introduced by the ordinance operated against the foreign, that is, in 
this case, the British, contracting party only. No objection can be 
taken on principle to any German enactment which would prohibit during 
the war any payment of money by a German to any person resident or 
carrying on business in enemy country; but the cancellation of all 
| liability for agreed interest during suspense of payment, and that fer 
the benefit of one party to the contract alone, stands on a different 
footing. The relief against payment of interest is interested and 
partial, as shewn by its not being reciprocal. There is no justice in the 
It is impossible that any Court in this country can recognize 
a German ordinance of the description in question. There are several 
grounds on which refusal to do so can be properly based. The ordinance 
is no part of the general German law. Even if it must be treated as 
part of that law, no such essentially one sided development of the system 
could have been within the contemplation of either party to the contract 
when they entered into it aml agreed that their rights were to be 
Moreover the ordinance, with its marked 


matter. 


regulated by German law 
| bias in favour of German naturals over British ae can create in 
this country no disability upon a person against whom its provisions are 
directed, and the language of Lord Ellesleigh in Wolff Vv. Oxholm (1817, 
16 M. & S. 92) may justly be applied to it, as being one which, so far 
las it operates to extinguish all liability for conventional interest, is 
not conformable to the usages of nations and which Messrs. Wild & Co 
cannot be expected and which neither they nor the courts here are led 
to regard. Whatever ground of dec ision is chosen, it is clear that in 
l this court Messrs. Wild & Co.’s debt carries interest, unaffected by the 
The summons is dismissed.—Counset, Compston, K.C., and 
and Percy Wheeler; Austen-Cartmell. 
Roney & Co.; Coward 


| ordinance 
Dighton Pollock ; Clauson, K.C.. 
Sontcrrors, Nicholson, Graham, & Jones; 
ad: Hawkesley, Sons, & Chance. 

[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barristeret Law.) 


King’s Bench Division. 


ELDER v. BISHOP AUCKLAND CO-OPERATIVE SOCIETY. 
Div. Court. 22nd May. 
ApuLTERATION oF Mitk—Detivery UNDER ConTRact—WaARRANTY— 
Sate ny SERVANT—AUTHORITY—SALE OF Foop anp Druas Act, 1875 
(38 & 39 Vict. c. 63) s. 25 
, ‘ ¢ eociety for selling milk 
On an information aqainst the re pond nt ety ( 
de ficie nt in fat, it wae shewn that the milk was delivered under a con- 
tract with a warranty of its purity The milk reached the station at 
5.13, but the respondents’ servant did not fetch it until 8.30 | 
received it, he sold some to the inspector under the Food and NMrugs 
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Acts. He had no authority to sell the milk except to members of the 
respondent society. The respondents set up the warranty, and denied 
the authority of the servant to sell, and the justices dismissed the 
information. On appeal by the inspector, 

Held, that the defence of warranty was not valid, as no evidence 
was given that the milk was not tampered with after ita arrival at the 
station; that the society was liable for the sale by the servant, as his 
authority to sell, though limited, waa sufficient; and that the justices 
ought to have convicted 


Case stated on an information before the justices at Ferryhill, Dur 
ham, against the Co-operative Society for having sold milk deficient in 
fat, contrary to section 6 of the Sale of Food and Drugs Act, 1875. The 
justices dismissed the information, and the informant Elder, the Inspec- 
tor of Weights and Measures, appealed, a case being stated by the 
justices. The society received consignments of milk under a contract, 
and the seller gave a warranty that all consignments should be pure 
within the Sale of Food and Drugs Acts, 1875 and 1899. The seller 
sent the milk from the station at Appleby to the station at Ferryhill, 
and it arrived at the latter station on the day of the purchase by the 
inspector at 5.13 am. The milk remained at the station until 8.30, 
when it was fetched by Stephenson, a servant of the society. The 
inspector’s assistant purchased a sample of the milk from Stephenson 
The milk was sold in the same state as when it was received at Ferry- 
hill station, and Stephenson had done nothing but pour it from larger 
cans, in which it had been brought by rail, into smaller cans. Stephen- 
son had no authority to sell the milk except to members of the society 
who had previously ordered it. The contention of the appellant before 
the justices was that, under the contract for the milk supply, delivery 
was made at Appleby, and that the warranty did not protect the society 
when the milk arrived at Ferryhill. The defence was, that the warranty 
protected the society, as they sold the milk at Ferryhill in the same 
state as it was received there, and that Stephenson had no authority 
to sell. On the appeal (inter alia) Pugh vy. Williama (1917, W. N., May 
19, 174) was cited for the appellant to shew that some evidence must 
be given that the milk was not tampered with 

Viscount Reaptna, C.J., said the appeal must be allowed. On the 
point that Stephenson had no authority to sell milk except to mem 
bers of the society, this was a finding that he had limited authority. In 
Lindsay v. Dempater (1912, 49 Sc. L. R. 999) the servant had no authority 
at all to sell, and therefore there was no sale. In the present case 
Stephenson misused his authority, and the society was liable for what he 
did. The second point, as to the warranty, depended on the construc 
tion of the contract. Even if the contract meant that the delivery was 
to be at Ferryhill Station (which was the most favourable view for 
the respondents), the very recent case of Pugh v. Williams (supra) 
shewed that the defendants must offer evidence that the milk was sold 
in the same state in which it was delivered. The society had not 
shewn that nothing happened to the mi!k between 5.13 and 8.30. Pugh 
v. Williams (supra) was a direct authority, and the appeal must be 
allowed.—Counset, Maddocks, for the appellant: G. F. Mortimer, for 
the respondents Soricrrors, Sharpe, Pritchard, 4& Uo., for Harold 
Jevons, Durham; Aider Heaton, Meredith, & Mulls, for Jennings 
& Sons, Bishop Auckland ; 

{Reported by G. H. Kort, Barrister-at-Law.) 





Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty 
Division. 


“THE SYORONO,” 
RESTRAINT OF PRINCES 


Evans, P. 25th May. 
REASONABLE APPREHENSION 
or ConTROI 


Errect or—Breacu 

The exception of in a bill of lading must be an 
existing restraint to justify non-performance of a contract, although the 
precise rmminence of pertl which will make the restraint a present juct, (1a 
contrasted with a future fear, cannot be defined 

Query, whether the reasonable apprehension of peril from the restraint 
of princes conatitutes a restraint within the meaning of the exception, 

lt was found hy the Judge aa a fact that the pe rt of Dunkirk was not 
unsafe in September, 1914, by reason of the nearnesa of the German 
Army, and that the defendants were not prevented from going there to 
unload in accordance with their contract by reason of restraint of princes, 
or at all. 


Watts & Co. v. Mitsui & Co p. 382), applied. 


This was an action for damages for breach of contract for non-delivery 
of goods at Dunkirk in accordance with the contract. The goods were 
delivered in London, the defendants pleading the exception of restraint 
of princes in their contract by reason of the nearness of the German Army 
to Dunkirk. The facts sufficiently appear from the judgment. ; 

Sir Saver Evans, P., in the course of his judgment, said: The de 
fendants pleaded that by the terms of the bills of lading all conditions 
and exceptions contained in the charter-party, under which the vessel 
was hired, were incorporated, and (inter alia) the vessel was to discharge 
at good and safe ports, as specified, or as near thereto as she might 
safely get; and the acts of the King’s enemies, arrests, and restraints 


* restraint of princes "™ 


(ante... 





of princes, &c., were accepted. The vessel discharged part of her cargo 
at Bordeaux, and then Jeft for Dunkirk. On her passage she put into 
Portland, pursuant to the suggestions of the Admiralty, and she went 
thence to London and discharged her cargo there. The plaintiffs pro- 

tested against the discharge of the cargo in London, and insisted on 

delivery in Dunkirk in accordance with their contract. The material 
time to consider with regard to the alleged unsafety of Dunkirk and the 
exception for the restraint of princes is the end of August and the first 
week in September, 1914. It was not suggested by counsel for the 
defendants that the port of Dunkirk was unsafe from seawards or that 
there was in fact any restraint of princes which prevented the vessel from 

proceeding to and discharging at that port. They contended that the 
exception of the restraint of princes applied merely on the ground of the 
alleged menace to the port and to vessels entering it and discharging in 

it from the land side by reason of the position of the land forces of the 
enemy. It was contended that there was a reasonable apprehension 

arising from such menace. The evidence shews that vessels were con- 
stantly going in and out of the port of Dunkirk during the material 
time, and this was pointed out by the plaintiffs to the defendants’ repre- 
sentatives at the time. The ground put forward by the defendants in 

September for their refusal to allow the vessel to discharge at Dunkirk 
was that ‘‘ steamers cannot proceed there as the French and English 
Admiralty are not allowing steamers in,’’ which was not the fact. Dur- 
ing this time the defendants’ agents were told by the plaintiffs that the 
port was quite free and accessible, and were pressed to perform their 
contract. The German forces were bent on the advance on Paris at 
that time. I find as a fact that the port of Dunkirk was not unsafe, 

and that the defendants’ vessel was not prevented from going there by 
restraint of princes. The defendants relied on the judgment of Mathew, 
J., in Nobel’s Explosives Co. v. Jenkins & Co. (1896, 2 Q. B. 326), but 
this case must now be read in the light of the judgments in Watts & Co. 

v. Mitsui & Co. (Limited) (supra). All the learned lords expressed the 
view that there must be an existing restraint to justify a reliance on the 
exception as a defence to the non-performance of the contract, but while 
all of them speak of the necessity for an existing restraint, they do not 
appear to express the same views as to whether an apprehension or a- 
reasonable apprehension of peril from restraint of princes constitutes a 
restraint. within the meaning of the exception clause. Lord Loreburn 

and Lord Dunedin both said that it would be useless to try to fix by 

definitions the precise imminence of peril which will make the restraint 

a present fact as contrasted with a future fear. But the difficulty that I 

find in the way of evolving a precise formula for the principle to be 
applied to all cases causes me no embarrassment in the present case, in 

my view of the facts, for I find there was no existing restraint of princes, 
and that the defendants did not entertain anv apprehension of the exis 

tence of such a restraint, and, if they did, that such apprehension was 
not reasonable. Judgment for the plaintiffs. Reference to the Regis 

trar and merchants to assess the damages.—Counset, Mackinnon. K.C.. 
and Dunlop; Roche, K.C., and Lewis Noad. Soricrrors, Waltons 4 
Co.; William A. Crump & Son. 


[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrieterat-Law.] 








New Orders, &c. 


War Orders and Proclamations, &c. 
The London Gazette of 29th June contains the following :— 


LA Proclamation, dated 28th June (printed below), under section 43 
of the Customs Consolidation Act, 1876, prohibiting the importation 
of certain articles into the United Kingdom. : 

2. An Order in Council, dated 28th June (printed below), making 
new Defence of the Realm Regulations. 

3. Two Orders in Council, dated 28th June, ‘extending to the Isle 
of Man, with adaptations, the Ministry of Pensions Act, 1916, and the 
Defence of the Realm Regulatione of 2nd May, 1917 (ante, p. 462). 

4. An os in Council, dated 28th June (printed below) relating to 
picnic acid, 

5. An Order in Council, dated 30th March, entitled ‘‘ The China 
(War Powers) Order in Council, 1917,’’ made under the Foreign Juris- 
diction Act, 1890, and to be read as one with the China Order in Council, 
1904, and with any Order amending the same, The new Order enables 
control to be exercised over British subjects acting in a manner. pre- 
mere to the public safety, or the defence, peace, or security of His 
Majesty's Dominions. 

6. A Notice, dated 28th June, that appointments have been made 
to the Appeal Tribunals under the Mizitary Service Acte as follows :— 
County of Carmarthen (1); County of Rutland (1). 


7. A Notice that an Order has been made by the Board of Trade 
under the Trading with the Enemy Amendment Act, 1916, requiring 
another business to be wound up, bringing the total up to 473. 


8. An Army Counci] Order, dated 25th June (printed below), relating 
to the sale of Waste (Worsted and Hosiery). 

9. An Army Council Order, dated 22nd June (printed below), relating 
to the Sale of Wool. 


10. Regulations, dated 19th June (printed below), made by the 
Minister of Labour under section 2 of the Labour Exchanges Act, lw. 
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11. An Admiralty Notice, dated 25th June, of the extension of the 
Dangerous Area in the North Sea. 


The London Gazette of 3rd July contains the following :— 

12. A Proclamation, dated 2nd July (printed below), declaring revised 
lists of Absolute and Conditional Contraband. 

13. An Order in Council, dated 2nd July (printed below), transferring 
to the Minister of Labour certain powers and duties of the Board of 
Trade. 

14. A Notice, dated 2nd July, of an appointment to an Appeal Tri- 
bunal under the Military Service Act as follows :—Counity of Chester (1). 

15. An Admiralty Reguiation, dated Wth June (printed below) as to 
Compuisory Towage, 

16. Two Admiralty Notices to Mariners, dated 29th June, as follows :— 

{1) (No. 644 of the year 1917 (revising No. 481 of 1917, which is 
cancelled), relating to England and Wales, South and West Coasts. 
Portland Bill to Bardsey Island—Traffic Regulations. 

It includes the fokowing :— 

No vessels other than those of British nationality or those of 
the Allied nations are permitted to enter the Port of Plymouth 
until further notice; and also provision for compulsory pilotage in 
Plymouth Sound and adjacent waters, and with regard to certain 

ibited areas, A boom defence is in position across the entrance 
to the Hamoaze. é‘ ; 

(2) No. 648 of the year 1917, with respect to two light-buoys which 
have been established to mark a gateway in the approach to 
Penzance Bay. 


A Proclamation 


RELATING TO THE IMPORTATION OF CERTAIN ARTICLES INTO THE 
Unitep Kinepom. 


(Recitals. J 

Now, therefore, &c. ; 

As from and after the date hereof, subject as hereinafter provided, 
the importation into the United Kingdom of the following goods is 
hereby prohibited, viz. :— 

Carbons for arc lamps. 
Carbons for searchlights. 
Cartridges of all kinds and parts thereof. 
Electric dry cells and carbons therefor. 
Provided always, and it is hereby declared, that this aerogenes shalt 
3 which are imported under licence given by 
or on alf of the Board of Trade, and subject to the provisions and 
conditions of such licence. . ay, ; 

This Proclamation may be cited as the Prohibition of Import (No. 17) 
Proclamation, 1917. 

2th June. 


not apply to any such goods 


New Defence of the Realm Regulations. 


ORDER IN COUNCIL. 


i Recitals. J ; a 
It is hereby ordered, that the following amendments be made in the 


Defence of the Realm Regulations :— 

Power for Food Controller to take Possession of Food Supplies. 

1. At the end of regulation 2p the following paragraph shall be 
inserted :— : 

“The Food Controller may, as respects articles to which his powers 
under regulations 2r to 2s extend, exercise the like powers as are by 
this regulation conferred on the Admiralty, Army Council, and Minister 
of Munitions.”’ ; e 

2. In subsection (4) of regulation 2a, for the words “ prosecution under 
this regulation ”’ there shall be substituted the words “ prosecution under 
such of these regulations as relate to the powers and duties of the 
Food Controller.” 

Power for Food Controller to Requisition Output of Factories. 


3. At the end of regulation 7 the following paragraph shall be 
inserted :— 
“The Food Controller may, as respects any factory or workshop in 
which any article to which the powers of the Food Controller under 
regulations 2r to 2s extend is or may be manufactured, produced or 
adapted for sale, exercise the like powers as are by this regulation con- 
ferred on the Admiralty, Army Council, and the Minister of Munitions. 
Extension of Power to Prohibit Meetings and Processions. 
4. After regulation 9a the following regulation shall be inserted :— 
“Qaa.—(1) In any area in respect of which the operation of section 
one of the Defence of the Realm (Amendment) Act, 1915, is for the 
time being suspended, the competent naval or military authority may 
make orders prohibiting or restricting— 
(a) The holding of or taking part in meetings, assemblies, or 
processions in public places ; 


(6) the use or wearing in public places of uniforms of a naval or 


military character, or of uniforms indicating membership of any 
association or body specified in the order; and 

(c) the carrying in public places of weapons of offence or articles 
capable of being used as such. 


(2) Any order under this regulation may be made so as to apply 
generally to the whole of the area aforesaid or to any special localities 
in that area, and so as to prohibit the doing of all or any of the acta 
aforesaid absolutely or subject to such exceptions or save upon such 
conditions as may be specified therein. 

(35) If any person acts in contravention of, or fails to comply with, 
any provision of any Order made under this regulation, or fails to comply 
with any condition subject to which anything is authorized under any 
such order, he shall be guilty of an offence against these regulations.” 


Removal of Suspects from Specified Areas. 
5. Regulation 14 shall be amended— 


(1) By substituting for the words “the competent naval or 
military authority may by order "’ the words “ the competent naval 
or military authority may with the consent of the Admiralty or 
Army Council by order ”’ ; 

(2) By substituting for the words, “ Provided that if the persom 
with respect to whom it is proposed to make such an all as, 
aforesaid undertakes ’’ the words “ Any order made as aforesaid 
may require the person in respect of whom it is made ”’ 

) By substituting for the words “as to reporting ’’ the words, 
“as to residence, reporting ”’ ; 

_(4) By om:tting the words “the order may, instead of requiring 
him to cease to reside in any locality, authorize him to continue to. 
reside therein if he complies with such conditions as to the matters 
aforesaid as may be specified in the order ”’; 

5) By inserting as a new paragraph at the end of the regulation 
the words ** The Admiralty or Army Council may from time to time 
revoke or vary any order made under this regulation.” 


Restraint on Importation of Printed Matter. 
6. After regulation 27a the following regulation shall be inserted :— 


“27n. Where a Secretary of State, after consultation with the 
Admiralty or Army Council, is satisfied that any newspaper, periodical, 
book, circular, or other printed publication contains reports or state 
ments the publication of which in the United Kingdom would be a 
contravention of regulation 27, he may prohibit the importation thereof, 
including, in the case of a newspaper or periodical, any subsequent 
issues thereof; and any printed matter which is sent or conveyed to the 
United Kingdom in contravention of such an order may be detained and 
destroyed.”’ 

Restriction on Entry into Shipbuilding Yard, 

7. After regulation 29n the following regulation shall be inserted :— 

“29c. As from the first day of July, nineteen hundred and seven< 
teen, it shall not be lawful for any person being the owner of a ship, or 
employed as a ship’s agent, shipbroker, or chin'e husband, or as an 
inspector or surveyor of ships or their machinery, if he is not a natural 
born British subject, or if his father is or was at any time the subject 
of a State at war with His Majesty, to enter or be upon any shipbuilding 
yard without the permission in writing of the Admiralty or Army 
Council, and it shall be the duty of the occupier of every shipbuilding 
yard to take such steps as may be practicable to prevent the admission 
to his shipbuilding yard of any such person save upon the production 
of such permission as aforesaid.* 

“ If any such person enters or is in or upon a shipbuilding yard without 
such a written —! or if the occupier of a shipbuilding yard 
fails to take such steps as aforesaid, or if any officer, servant, or agent 
of the occupier fails to comply with any directions given by the occupier 
for the prevention of the admission of such persons, he shall be guilty of 
a summary offence against these regulations, . 7 

“For the purposes of this regulation ‘shipbuilding yard’ means any 
premises in which any seagoing ships, boats, or vessels are made, 
equipped, finished, or repaired.” * 


Ammunition on Merchant Ships. 

8. ‘After regulation 38a the following regulation shall be inserted : 

“ 38p. Where any ammunition or explosive substance is carried on 
board any merchant ship for defensive purposes it shall be lawful for 
such ship to enter any dock, harbour or port in the United Kingdom 
notwithstanding any restrictions imposed o- statute or byelaw relating 
to explosive substances in force in the dock, harbour, or port, if all 
regulations made by the Admiralty for the safety of such ammunition 
and explosive substance are duly observed on board the ship; and if any 
person refuses to admit, or hinders or obstructs the entry of any such 
ship in respect of which all such regulations are observed into the 
dock, harbour, or port on the ground that she is carrying any ammuni- 
tion or explosive swhstance, he shall, notwithstanding such restrictions 
as aforesaid be guilty of a summary offence against these regulations.’’ 

Powera of Shipping Controller. 

9. After regulation 39bp the following regulation shall be inserted :~ 

“ 39nnn (1) The Shipping Controller may make orders regulating or 
giving directions with respect to the nature of the trades in which ships 
are to be employed, the traffic to be carried therein, and the terms and 
conditions on which the traffic is to be carried, the ports at which cargo 
is to be loaded or discharged or passengers cnliecbed or disembarked 
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{including directions requiring ships to proceed to specified ports for 
the purpose of loading or unloading cargo or embarking or disembarking 
passengers), the ports at which consignees of cargo are to take delivery 
thereof. the rates (maxima or minima) to be charged for freight or hire 
of ships and the carriage of passengers, the form 
passenger tickets, and other matters affecting shipping, where it appears 
to the Controller necessary or expedient to mé order for 
the purpose of making shipping available for the needs of the country 
make the best use thereof having regard to the 

circumstances of the time 
Provided that any order made under this regulation shal] have effect 
¢ made or orders given under regulations 


of bills of lading and 


ike any such 





in such manner as t 


subject to any regulations 
37, 38 or 39 


(2) Any order made under this regulation may contain such provisions 


as to entry, inspection of books and documents, or otherwise as may 
appear to the Controller necessary r expedient for the purposes of 
his duties 

3) The Shipping Controller may by order requisition or require to be 
— ed at his disposal, in order that they may be used in the manner 
vest suited for the needs of the country, any ships, or any cargo space 
or passenger vcommodation in ar y Snips I Ln right 2 under ar y 
charter, freight engagement r similar contract affecting any ship, and 
require ships so requisitioned to be delivered to the Controller or any 
person or persons named by him at such times and at such places as 
the Controller may require, where tt app to the Controller necessary 


making shipp ng 
the country in such manner as to make the 


f the time 


eat 
or expedient to make anv such order for the p up se of 
available for the needs 
best use thereof having re 
Such compensation shall be 


gard to the circumstances « 


respect of the use of a ship or 


paid nN 


cargo space or passenger accommodation requisitioned under this regula 
tion and for service rendered durit Line ise t ereof, and for loss or 
damage thereby occasioned as i default of agreement may be dete 


mined by tine Board of Arbitration constituted under the Proclamation 
of the third day of Aucust nineteen hundred and fourteen respecting 
the requisitioning of ships by the Admira!ty 

4) Any order made under this regulat iffecting any ship may be 
served on the owner of the sh p, and shall be deemed to be suffi ent! 
served if sent by reyistered post addressed to tl nanaging owner or 
other person to whom the management of the ship is entrusted by or 
on behalf of the owner at his registered address 

5) Any order under th regulat mm omay be made « ther so as to apply 
generally to all o upply 
owner, or to ships of any class or 


to ships be ging to any 


ships o1 
descriptio r so as to apply to any 


specified ship und any such order may direct that all contracts or 

sen of contracts or any special contract affected by the order shall be 
abrogated or shall remain in force notwithstandi: g anvthit g in the 
order, but subject to any exceptions or modifications for which provision 


; 


may be m ide, | y 


6) If the Owner, Master or other person in charge of a sh p or any 
person affected by an order under this regulation acts in contrave ntion 
of or fails to comply with any provisions of tl rder, or aids or abets 
any other person whether or not such other person is in the United 
Kingdom, in doing anything w h if done in the United Kingdom would 
be a contravention of any such provision, he shall be guilty of a sum 
mary offence against these regulations, and if such person is a ompany, 
every director and officer of the company shall ilso be guilty of an 


offence against these regulations unless he prove that the contravention 


knowledge or consent 

conferred by this regulation shall be in addition to 
and not in derogation of any right or other powers of His 
Majesty, and where before the twenty-eighth day of June 

hundred and seventeen, any ship or any cargo space or passenger accom 


rights under any charter, freight engage 


took place without his 
7) The powers 
prerogative 


nineteen 


modation in any hip an 

ment. or similar contract affectir g any ship has 

the Shippir g Controller this 

if the same had heen requisit:oned in pursuance f this regulation.”’ 
10. In regulation 394, after the Army Council ”’ tl 

be inserted the words “ the Shipping Contre - 
11. In regulation 3 ifter the word rT; 

ubject to any instructions of the Ship 


een requisit ned by 
regulation ha aiter ha date, ipply as 


words 


ehall be inserted the words 


ping Controller 


PReatriction n f ¢ ain r Opium 


gulation 40n, at the er 
erted the words 


Supply 
d of paragraph (+) of sub-section (1), 
there ehal] be ins ‘and that in the case of prescriptions 
jiasued for national health ‘insurance purposes on the form provided by 
the Insurance Committee th medica pi wtitioner’s address and quali 
fications and the words ‘ Not to be 1 
on the prescription : 

In paragrap} f the same é6ub-section ‘except ‘in pu 
eunance of fresh direct duly endorsed on the prescription by the 
medical practitioner by whom it was originaly fiesued, and signed with 
his name in full, and dated shall be deleted 

For paragraph (d) of the same sub-section the follow 
be substituted : 

d) The prescription shall be marked with the date on 

shall (unless issued for national health 


12. In re 


marked 


1 
e words 


ng paragraph shal 


which it 


ia dispensed, and ‘insurance 





But—Don’t FORGET 


Tue MippLesex Hospirat. 


It’s WAR-TIME 


ARE GRBAT AND MUST BE MET. 


Its RESPONSIBILITIES 


purposes on the form provided by the Insurance Committee) be 
retained by the person, firm, or body corporate by whom the pre- 
scription is dispensed, and shal] be kept on the premises where it 
is dispensed, and shall be open to inspection by any person autho: 
ised for the purpose by a Secretary of State. 


Aiding and Aletting Off enees Against Regulations, 


13. In regulation 48, after the words ‘‘ prohibited by these regula 
tions ’’’ and the words ‘‘ contravention of these regulations ’’ there sha 
be inserted the words ‘‘ or any order, rules, or other instrument mac 
thereunder ’’; and at the end of the same regulation there shall bi 
inserted the words “‘ or, if the act constituted or would have const 
tuted a summary offence against these regulations, of a summary 
offence against these regulations.”’ 

Interpretation. 

14. In regulation 62, for the words 
there shal] be substituted the words 
tary co-operation.”’ 


! 
Bth June 


‘States acting in co-operation 
‘ States actling in naval or m 


Picric Acid. 
ORDER IN COUNCIL. 

Whereas by Paragraph (4) of Article 2 of the Order in Council dated 
the 27th day of March, 1905, Picric Acid, when the quantity does not 
exceed 2,000 lbs. in any one ship, boat, carriage, building, or plac 
is under certain conditions exempted from being deemed to be an 
explosive within the meaning of the Explosives Act, 187 

And whereas circumstances have since arisen which render it exp: 
dient in the interests of public safety that the said exemption be wit! 
drawn : 

And whereas the provisions of Section 1 of The 
Act, 1893, have been complied with : 

Now, therefore, His ‘Majesty is pleased, by and with the advice of 
His Privy Council, to repeal from the date hereof the said exempt 


tules Publicat 





parti ular } 








contained in Paragraph (b) of Article 2 of the Order in Couneil afor 
aaid. 
2th June. 


ARMY COUNCIL ORDERS. 


ay | Sale of Waste (Worsted and Hosiery) Order, 1917. 


War Office, 
25th June, 1917 

In pursuance of the powers conferred upon them by the Defence « 
the Rea’m Regulations, the Army Council do hereby order as follows 

1. Ne at any time after the 3lst day of July, 1917 
to any manufacturer any Laps, or Waste or any Blends or material 
wholly or partly composed thereof without a permit issued by or on 
behalf of the Director of Army Contracts, or at prices exceeding those 
set out in Schedule ‘‘ A’”’ hereto annexed, or exceeding such other prices 
as in any particular case may be allowed by or on behalf of the Director 
of Army Contracts. 

2. The remuneration of dealers ‘in Laps or Waste shail be determined 
at the rates and for the services set out in Schdule ‘‘ B ’’ hereto annexed, 
and no dealer shall after the 3lst day of July, 1917, make any sale 
of Laps or Waste at a price exceeding the purchase price thereof by 
more than the amount to which he may be entitled under such scale 
of chargés. having regard to the services performed by him. 

3. All persons having in their custody or control any Laps or Waste 
shail furnish such particulars as to their business as may be required by 
behalf of the Director of Army Contracts. 

4. No person shal) without a permit issued by or on behalf of 
Director of Army Contracts deliver at any time after the 3lst day 
of July, 1917, any Laps or Waste in pursuance of any contract entered 
into prior to the date hereof, provided that where such contract shall 
have been entered ‘into at any time prior to the lst day of April, 191% 
no such permit shall be necessary, and the contracting parties may be 


person shall sell 


r on 


| and are hereby authorised to complete such contract by delivery before 


1917. 


the 3lst day of December, 
cited as the 


1 
5. The Order may be 
Hosiery) Order, 1917. 

For the purpose of this Order, the expression ‘“‘ Laps or Wast 
shall mean Laps, Waste and other by-products indicated in Schedule 
“4 '’ hereto annexed produced in the spinning or manufacture ol 
worsted and hosiery materials. 

” By Order of the Army Council, 


Sale of Waste (Worsted and 


R. H. Brave 


[Schedules of Prices.] 


Sale of Wool (Great Britain), 1917. 
War Office, 

22nd Jun - 1 1 7 
In pursuance of the powers conferred upon them by the Defence 

the Realm Regulations the Army Council hereby order as follows : 
1. No person shall sell raw Wool grown or to be grown on shee} 
Great Britain and the Isle of Man during the season of 1917, inc-ud 
Fleece Wool and Skin Wool, but not including Daggings, Locks, Brok 
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and Fallen Wool, otherwise than to persons authorised by or on behalf 
of the Director of Army Contracts, or at prices other than those set 
out in the schedules hereto annexed or at such other prices as in any 


particular case may be allowed by or on behalf of the Director of 


Army Contracts. 

2. No person shal] sell raw Wool (as hereinbefore defined) grown or to 
be grown on sheep in Ireland during the season of 1917 otherwise than 
in accordance with the provisions of the Sale of Wool (Ireland) Order, 
1917. 

5. No person shal] make or take"delivery ot or payment for any 
Wool of the description aforesaid otherwise than in accordance with 
the provisions of this Order, whether in pursuance of any contract 
entered into prior to the date hereof or otherwise. i 

4. All persons having in their custody or control any stocks of Wool 
of the description aforesaid are hereby required to sell such Wool 
to any persons authorised by or on behalf of the Director of Army 
Contracts as may be required by him or on his behalf, and to make 
deliveries to such persons in such quantities and at such times and 
pla es as May be specitied by him or on his behalf. 

No person shall mix or wind in any Fleeces of the description 
aforesaid any Brokes or dead Wool, Locks, Daggings or other matter 
whatsoever. i 

6. The Order made by the Army Council relating to raw Wool grown 
or to be grown on sheep during the season of 1917, and dated the 5th 
day of April, 1917, is hereby cancelled. 

?. This Order may be cited as the Sale of Wool (Great Britain) Order, 
1917. 

By Order of the Army Council, 
R. H. Brade. 


{Schedules of Prices.] 


LABOUR EXCHANGE REGULATIONS. 

The Minister of Labour, by virtue of section 2 of the Labom 
Exchanges Act, 1909, and all other powers conferred on him in this 
behalf, hereby makes the following Regulations :— 

1. (1) Advisory committees shall be appointed by the Minister of 
Labour in such areas of the United Kingdom as he may think fit, o1 
for the United Kingdom as a whole, after consultation with such 
bodies and persons as he may think best qualified to advise him on the 
matter. 

(2) The members of an advisory committee, including the chairman, 
shall remain in office for three years, except where the Minister other 
wise directs in any particular case, and provided that any person 
appointed to fill a vacancy shall not hold office after the termination 
ot the period during which the person in whose piace he 18 appointe | 
would have held oftice. 

5) Sub-committees or an advisory committee may be appointed, and 
a sub-con.mittee for women’s work shall be appointed in all cases, except 
where the Minister of ‘Labour is satisfied that its appointment is unneces 
ha 


sary; the chairman and members of each sub-committee shall 
appointed by the Minister of Labour after consultation with the advisory 
committee. 

(4) If any members present at a meeting of an advisory committee or 
sub-committee dissent from a resolution passed by a majority of the 
committee or sub-committee at that meeting, they shall have the right 
to have their views duly recorded, and it shall be the duty of th 
chairman to forward this record, with a copy of the resolution, to the 
Minister of Labour. 

(5) Subject to these Regulations, the procedure of any advisory com 
mittee or sub-committee shall be determined from time to time by the 
Minister of Labour, or by the committee or sub-committee, with the 
approval of the Minister. 

2. All applications for accommodation within the premises of an 
Exchange shall be made to the officer in charge of such Exchange. wl 
shall consult the advisory committee for the district. Any such appli 
cation shall only be granted for such purposes and on such terms and 
conditions as may be laid down in general rules made by the committee, 
with the approval of the Minister. . 

5. The Minister shall have power to terminate, as he may think fit, 
the appointment of any advisory trade committee appointed under 
section VII. of the General Regulations 1910, whether or not the period 
of three years for which the committee was appointed or reappointed 
has expired. 

4. Regulations VII. and VIII. (1) of the General Regulations 1910 
are hereby repealed, save in so far as they apply to advisory trade 
committees the period of appointment of which hag not expired and 
has not been terminated. 

Dated this 19th day of June, 1917. 


D. J. Shackleton, 
Secretary to the Ministry of Labour. 


Admiralty Notice to Mariners, 
No. 637 of the year 1917. 
NORTH SEA. 

Caution with regard to Dangerous Area. 

Former Notice.—No. 434 of 1917 [ante, p. 466]; hereby cancelled. 

Caution. 

In view of the unrestricted warfare carried on by Germany at sea 
by means of mines and submarines, not only against the Allied Powers, 
but also against Neutral shipping, and the fact that merchant ships 
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crews, H.M. Government give notice that on and after 4th July, 1917, 
the area in the North Sea rendered dangerous to all shipping by opera- 
tions against the enemy will be further extended as undermentioned, and 
it should be avoided. 
Dange rous Area. 
The area comprising all the waters except Netherlands and Danish 
territorial waters lying to the southward and eastward of a line com- 


mencing three miles from the coast of Jutland on the parallel of lat. 
57° 08’ N., and passing through the following positions ; 

1) Lat. 57° 08 N.. long. 4° 00’ E. 

2) Lat. 53° 00’ N., long. 4° 00 FE. 
thence along the parallel of 53° 00’ N., to a position three miles from 
the Netherlands coast, thence to the northward and eastward, following 


the limit of Netherlands territorial waters. 
Note. 


This Admiralty Notice to Mariners is a revision of the former Notice 
quoted above 


futhority.—The Lords Commissioners of the Admiralty. 
By Command of their Lordships, 
F. Parry, 
Hydrographer. 
Hydrograp Department, Admiralty, London. ° 


2 th J ine, 1917 
New Contraband List. 
A PROCLAMATION 
CONSOLIDATING, WITH |ADDITIONS AND AMENDMENTS,* THE Lists OF 
ARTICLES TO BE TREATED AS CONTRABAND OF War. 


Whereas on the 14th day of October, 1915, We did issue Our loyal 
Proclamation specifying the artacles which it was Our intention to 


treat as contraband during the continuance of hostilities or until We did 
give further public notice: : 
And whereas on the 27th day of January, and on the 12th day of 


April, and on the 27th day of June, and on the 3rd day of Ox tober, and 
on the 23rd day of November, and on the 29th day of December, 1916, 
We did, by Our Royal Proclamations of those dates, make certain addi- 
to be treated as contraband of war: 

t to make certain additions to and amend 
» consolidate and re-issue the same in 


tions to the lists of articles 
And whereas it is exped: 
ments in the said lists, and t 
alphabetical order : 

Now. therefore, We do hereby declare, by and with the advice of Our 
Privy Council, that the lists of contraband contained in the Schedules 
to Our Royal Proclamation of the 14th day of October, 1915, as subse 
quently amended by Our Proclamations of the 27th day of January, and 
of the 12th day of April, and of the Zith day of June, and of the 3rd 
day of October, and of the 23rd day of November, and of the 29th 
day of Decemb« 1916, afore-mentioned, are thereby withdrawn, and 
that. in lien thereof, during the continuance of the war or until We 
do give further public notice, the articles enumerated in Schedule I. 
treated as absolute contraband, and the articles enu- 


hereto will be 
be treated as conditional contraband. 


merated in Sche lule II. hereto will 


SCHEDULE I. 


Abrasive materials (see ‘‘ emery ’’); acetic acid and acetates; acetic 
anhydride; acetic ether; acetones, and raw or finished materials 
usable for their preparation; aircraft of all kinds, in luding aero 
planes, airships, balloons and their component parts, together with 
accessories and articles suitable for use in connection with aircraft ; 
ilbumen; alcohols, including fusel oil and wood spirit, and their 
derivatives and preparations; aluminium, and its alloys, alumina 
and salts of alumina; ammonia; ammonia liquor: ammonium salts ; 
aniline and ite derivatives; animals, saddle, draught, and pack, 


suitab r which may become suitable, for use in war; antimony, 








are constantly sunk without regard to the ultimate safety of their 


{ P ° 
ind the sulphides and oxides of antimony; apparatus which can 


TT 
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be used for the storage or projecting of compressed or liquefied 
gases, flame, acids, or other destructive agents capable of use in 
warlike operations, and their component parts; armour plates ; 
arms of all kinds, including arms for sporting purposes, and their 
component parts; arsenic and its compounds ; arsenical ore; 

‘ asbestos, asphalt, 

‘Balata (see “ rubber’); bamboo; barbed wire, and the implements for 
fixing and cutting the same; barium chlorate and perchlorate; 
barium sulphate (barytes); bauxite; benzine (see “ mineral oils ’’) ; 
benzol and its mixtures and derivatives ; bitumen ; bleaching powder ; 
bone black; bones in any form, whole or crushed; bone ash; borax, 
boric acid, and other boron compounds ; bromine, 

Cadmium, cadmium alloys, and cadmium ore; calcium acetate, nitrate, 
and carbide; calcium sulphate; camp equipment, articles of, and 
their component parts ; camphor ; capsicum ; carbolic acid (see ‘* phe 
nol ’’); carbon disulphide ; carbon, halogen compounds of ; carborun 
dum (see ‘‘emery’’); carbonyl chloride (see ‘‘phosgene’’) ; cartridges 
(see “ projectiles ''); caustic potash ; caustic soda; celluloid ; cerium, 


am] its alloys and compounds ; charges (see “‘ projectiles’’) ; cheques 
{see “ gold’’); chloride of lime; chlorides, metallic (except chloride 
of sodium), and metalloidic; chlorine; chromium and its alloys, 


salts, compounds and ores; clothing and equipment of a distinctively 

military character ; cobalt and its alloys, salts, compounds and ores ; 

copper pyrites, and other copper ores; copper, unwrought and part 

wrought ; copper wire; alloys and comp unds of copper ; cork, iIn- 

cluding cork dust; corundum (see “ emery cotton, raw, linters, 

cotton waste, cotton yarns, cotton piece goods, and other cotton 

products capable of being used in the manufacture of explosives ; 

coupons (see “ gold’’); credit notes (see “ gold’’); cresol and its 
mixtures and derivatives; cyanamide. 

Debit notes (see “ gold ’’); diamonds suitable for industrial purposes. 

Electrical appliances adapted for use in war and their component 
parts; electrolytic iron; emery, corundum, carborundum, and all 
other abrasive materials, whether natural or artificial, and the manu 
factures thereof ; equipment (see ‘‘ clothing ; explosives, materials 
used in the manufacture of; explosives specially prepared for use 
in war 

Fatty acids; Felspar; ferro-alloys of all kinds; ferro-silicon; fibres, 
vegetable, and yarns made therefrom; financial documents (see 

gold ’’); flax; forges, field, and their component parts; formi 
acid and formates; formic ether; fusel oil (see ‘‘ alcohols ’’). 

‘Gases for war purposes and materials for production thereof; glycerine ; 
gold, silver, paper-money, securities, negotiable instruments, 
cheques, drafts, orders, warrants, coupons, letters of credit, dele 
gation, or advice, credit and debit notes, or other documents which 
in themselves, or if completed, or if acted upon by the recipient, 
authorise, confirm, or give effect to the transfer of money, credit, 
or securities; goldbeaters’ skin; gun-mountings and their com 
ponent parts; gutta-percha (see “ rubber ”’). 

Hematite ‘iron ore; hematite pig-iron; hair, animal, of atl kinds, and 
tops, and noile and yarns of animal hair; harness, of all kinds, of 
a distinctively military character; hemp ; hides of cattle, buffaloes, 
and horses; hydrochloric acid. 

Implements and apparatus designed exclusively for the manufacture 
af munitions of war, or for the manufacture or repair of arms or 
of war materia] for use on land or sea; incendiary materials for war 
purposes ; insulating materia‘s, raw and manufactured ; iodine and 
sts compounds ; iridium and ite alloys and compounds; iron (elec 
trolytic) ; iron pyrites, 

Kapok 

Lathes, machines, and tools, capable of being employed in the manu- 
facture of munitions of war; lead and lead ore; leather, undressed 
or dressed, suitable for saddlery, harness, military boots, or mili- 
tary clothing; leather be:ting; hydraulic leather; pump leather ; 
letters of credit, delegation, or advice (see ‘‘ goid "’) ; light producing 
materials for war purposes; limbers and limber-boxes and their 
component parts ; lithium (see ‘‘ strontium °’) ; lubricants. 

Machines (see ‘‘ lathes '’); manganese and manganese ore; manganese 
dioxide ; maps and plans of any place within the territory of any 
belligerent, or within the area of military operations, on a sca‘e 
of 4 miles to 1 inch or any larger scale, and reproductions on any 
scale, by photography or otherwise, of such maps or plans; mer 
cury ; metallic sulphites and thiosulphates ; mineral oils, including 
benzine and motor-spirit ; molybdenum and molybdenite ; monazite 
eand ; motor-apirit (see ‘‘ mineral oils ’’); motor vehicles of all 
kinds, and their component parte and accessories. 

Naphtha (see ‘‘ solvent naphtha ’’); naphthalene and its mixtures and 
derivatives; negotiable instruments (see ‘‘ gold "’); nickel and its 
alloys, salts, compounds and ores; nitrates of all kinds; nitric 
acid. 

Oleum (see ‘‘ sulphuric acid "’); orders (see ‘‘ gold ’’); osmium and its 
alloys and compounds ; oxalic acid and oxalates. 

Palladium and its alloys and compounds; paper-money (see ‘‘ gold’’); 
peppers; phenates; phenol (carbolic acid) and ta mixtures and 
derivatives ; phosgene (carbonyl chloride); phosphorus and its com- 
pounds ; photographic films, plates, and paper, sensitised ; pitch ; 
platinum and ite alloys and compounds; potassium eéalts; powder 
specially prepared for use ‘in war; projectiles, charges, cartridges, 
and grenades of all kinds, and their component parts; prussiate of 


soda. 

Quebracho wood (see ‘‘ tanning substances ’’); quillaia bark. 

Ramie ; rangefinders and their component parts ; rattans ; resinous pro- 
ducts; rhodium and is alloys and compounds; rubber (including 





raw, waste, and reclaimed rubber, solutions and jellies containing 
rubber, and any other preparations containing balata and gutta- 
percha, and the following varieties of rubber, viz.: Borneo, 
Guayule, Jelutong, Palembang, Pontianac, and all other substances 
containing caout-chouc), and goods made wholly or partly of rubber ; 
ruthenium and its alloys and compounds. 

Sabadilla seeds and preparations thereof; searchlights and their com- 
ponent parts; securities (see “god "’); selenium; silk, artificial, 
and the manufactures thereof; si'k, in all forms, and the manv- 
factures thereof ; silk cocoons; silver (see ‘‘ gold’); skine of calves, 
pigs, sheep, goats, and deer; smoke producing materials for war 
purposes; soap; soda lime; sodium; sodium chlorate and per. 
chlorate ; sodium cyanide; solvent naphtha and its mixtures and 
derivatives; starch; steel containing tungsten or molybdenum ; 
strontium and lithium compounds and mixtures containing the 
same; submarine sound-signalling apparatus; sulphur; sw phur 
dioxide ; sulphuric acid ; fuming sulphuric acid (oleum) ; sulphuric 
ether. 

Tale ; tanning substances of al] kinds, ‘including quebracho wood, and 
extracts for use in tanning; tantalum and its alloys, salts, com- 
pounds and ores; tar; thiosulphates (see ‘‘ metalic sulphites ’’) ; 
thorium and its alloys and compounds; tin; chloride of tin; tin- 
ore; titanium and its salts and compounds; titanium ore; toluol 
and its mixtures and derivatives; tools (see “‘ lathes ’’); tungeten 
and its alloys and compounds, tungsten ores; turpentine (oi) and 
spirit); tyres for motor vehicles and for cycles, together with 
articles or materials especiaily adapted for use in the manufacture 
or repair of tyres, 

Uranium and its salts and compounds ; uranium ore ; urea. 

Vanadium and its alloys, salts, compounds and ores ; vegetable fibres (see 
“* fibres ’’). 

Waggons, military, and their component parts; warrants (see “ gold "’) ; 
‘warships, including boats and their component parts of such a 
nature that they can only be used on a vessel of war; waxes of all 
kinds; wire, barbed (see ‘‘ barbed wire ’’); wire, steel and iron; 
wood spirit (see ‘alcohols ’’); wood tar and wood-tar oil; woods 
of all kinds capable of use in war ; wool, raw, combed, or carded; 
wool waste; wool tops and noils; woollen or worsted yarns. 

Xylol and its mixtures and derivatives. 

Zine and its alloys; zinc ore; zirconia; zirconium and its alloys and 
compounds, 

SCHEDULE LI. 

Alge, lichens, and mosses. 

Barrels and casks, empty, of all kinds, and their component parts; 
bladders ; boots and shoes, suitable for use in war. 

Casein; casings; casks (see ‘‘barrels’’); charcoal (see ‘‘fuel’’); 
chronometers ; clothing and fabrics for clothing, suitable for use in 
war 

Docks, floating, and their component parts; parts of docks. 

Explosives not specially prepared for use in war. ; 

Field glasses; foodstuffs; forage and feeding-stuffs for animals ; fuel, 
including charcoal, other than mineral oils ; furs utilisable for cloth. 
ing suitable for use in war. 

Gelatine and substances used in the manufacture thereof; glue and 
substances used in the manufacture thereof; guts. 

Harness and saddlery ; horse-shoes and shoeing materials. 

Lichens (see “ alge ”). 

Mosses (see “ algew’’). 

Nautical instruments, all kinds of. 

Oils and, fats, animal, fish, and vegetable, other than those capable of 
use as lubricants, and not including essential oils ; oleaginous seeds, 
nuts, and kernels. 

Powder not specially prepared for use in war. 

Railway materials, both fixed and rolling stock. 

Sausage skins; skins utilisable for clothing suitable for use in war; 
sponges, raw and prepared. 

Telegraphs, materials for; materials for wireless telegraphs ; telephones, 
materials for ; telescopes. ; 

Vehicles of all kinds, other than motor vehicles, available for use in 
war, and their component parts; vessels, craft, and boats of all 
kinds. 

Yeast. 

2nd July. 


Ministry of Labour. 


ORDER IN COUNCIL. 

Whereas by Section 2 of the New Ministries and Secretaries Act, 1916, 
it was enacted as follows :— 

There shall be transferred to the Minister of Labour the powers and 
duties of the Board of Trade under the enactments mentioned in the 
Schedule to this Act, and the Minister of Labour shall have such other 
powers and duties of the Board of Trade or of any other Government 
department or authority, relating to labour or industry, whether con- 
ferred by statute or otherwise, as His Majesty may by Order in Council 
transfer to him, or authorise him to exercise or perform concurrently 
with or in consultation with the Government department or authority 
concerned : 

And whereas the powers and duties of the Board of Trade under the 
enactments mentioned in the Schedule to the above recited Act s0 
transferred to the Minister of Labour were, by Order in Council dated 
the 10th day of January, 1917, transferred as from the date thereof : 
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And whereas it has been represented to His Majesty that the duties 


yverformed by the Department of Labour Statistics of the Board of | 


Trade should be transferred to the Minister of Labour : 

Now, therefore, His Majesty is pleased, by and with the advice 
His Privy Counci!, to order, 
performed by the Department of Labour Statistics of the Board 
Trade shall be transferred to the Minister of Labour, and such transfe: 
shall take effect as from the date of this Order. 

2nd July. 


Compulsory Towage of Sailing Vessels. 
ADMIRALTY REGULATION. 

The Lords Commissioners of the Admiralty, in exercise of tl 

nferred upon them by the Defence of the Realm Regulatior 
the following Regulation : 

1. As from the 10th day ef July, 1917, every sailing vessel 
exceeds 400 tons gross register or which though of less tonnage « 
a cargo exceeding four thousand pounds in value shall when approacl 
ing or leaving any port of the United Kingdom or when ppo 
coastwise along the coasts of the United Kingdom, be towed 
such limits as may be directed by any 
by the Admiralty to give orders to British ships, and every suc] 
shall pay for such towage in accordance with the scale of fees 
has been approved by the Admiralty. 

The master or other person in charge of any such sailing vessel 
shail comply with all such directions as to towage as may be given 
him, and if he neglect or refuse to do so he will render himse'f liabl 
to be prosecuted under the Defence of the Realm Regulations 

3. This Regulation shall not apply to a vessel not being a Britis! 
where the non-compliance with the Regulati takes plac 
high seas outside the territorial waters adjacent to the Unit 
Kingdom. 
Given under our hands this 350th day of June. 1917 
Crem Br 
ls 


Heueu 


naval officer who is auth 


Food Control. 


The Ministry of Food announce that Sir William Peat and 
directors have consented, at the request of the Food Control 
release Mr. W. H. Peat, of Messrs. W. B. Peat and ¢ 
that he may take up an important appo 
Food. 

Mr. W. H. Peat will have charge of the new 
referred to in the Food Controller's announcement 
which will be entrusted with the duty of examini 
all particulars that may be necessary for detern 
of the production and handling of food commodities 

A number of the leading chartered accountants in the prov 
being invited to join the organisation now being set up by 
Peat which will ultimately cover the whole of the country. 


ntment at 


Control of Coal Prices. 


A Code of Directions was issued on the 27th ult. by the Controllei 
of Coal Mines as to the sale of coal with a view to dealing with fluctua 
tions in colliery prices which have recently occurred in certain district 
owing to abnormal market conditions, and presery 
the distribution of coal which is necessary at the present time. 

Che directions, says the 7'ime 
and bunker purposes, for which a definite schedule of prices has bees 
drawn up, but they also provide that the pit prices of coal for home 
consumption shall remain at the maxima prescribed by the Price of Coal 
(Limitation) Act. It is proposed to maintain the existing 
consisting of central and local committees for the supply of coal to 
France and Italy; and a number of provisions are set out which are 
intended to preserve the principle that, on the one hand, exporters 
who for the present purpose include buying agents for firms in France 
and Italy, who se!l d e and Ital 
shall not undercut one another or seek to obtain undue preferences, 
and that, on the other hand, importers in France and Italy shall bx 
protected from seeing their neighbours receive supplies on more favoul 
able terms than themselves. 


ng the regwarity 1 


. mainly affect prices of coal for export 


machinery 


and coalowners rect to buvers in Fran 


Beans, Peas and Pulse (Retail Prices) Order, 
GENERAL LICENCE. 

The Food Controller hereby authorises unti] the 15th Augus 19 
faies and purchases by retail at prices exceeding those permitt ed by t 
above Order, of Beans, Peas and Pulse to which such Order ipphes and 
Which were packed before the Mth May. 1917, in the package wherein 
sold: Provided that in any proceedings the burden of proving that 
article was so packed shall rest upon the seller, and that in no case 
the purchaser by concerned therewith. 


1917 


and it is hereby ordered, that the duties 








RwonvpA, Food Controller. 
4h July. 
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THE HOSPITAL FOR SICK CHILDREN, 
GREAT ORMOND STREET, LONDON 


CHILDREN OF TO-DAY 


are the 


CITIZENS OF TO-MORROW. 


HE need for greater ettort to count rbalance 
the drain ol War pon the manhood of the 
Nation by saving infant life for the future welfare of 
the British Kap compels the Committee of The 
Hospital for Sick Children, Great Ormond-street, 
London, to plead most earnestly for 
support for the National work this Hospital is 
performing in the preservation of child lite 


increased 


Th childre n of the Nation can truthfully he said 
to be the g 
the mortality among babies is still ; ap palling while 
the birthrate is slowly but surely declining. 
For over 60 years this Hospital has been the 

means of saving or re storing the lives and 
health hundreds thousands ot Children and 
of instructing Mothers in the knowledge of looking 
after their children 

£5,000 has to be 


to keep the Hospital out of debt 
Forms of Gift by Wiil to this Hospital can be 
obtained on application to 
JAMES McKAY, 


reatest asset the Kin vdom posse sses. vet 


raised immediately 


At tung Secre tury. 
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Separation and Divorce. 


the 7T'i7 received on the 28th ult 


led Lord Svdenham, Lord Lytton, Lady 


\b i Sir Frederi Pollock, and Mr. Wi 
3 rave Dea i Sir Malcolm Morris were 
‘ te ew Wi t Home Secretary were 
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proposal, concluded Lord Sydenham, was that after five years, if the 
parties had not come together, a case should be treated as if separation 


ad occurrel and a divorce should be obtainable. 
The Home Secretary pointed out that a divorce following a period of 


separation could not ‘be automatic; and that it was necessary that a 


peal should be made either to the Divorce Court or to some specia 
ourt for the purpose. One of the recommendations of the Royal Com 


mission on Divorce was that orders of separation, instead of being pet 
manent, should be limited in time, and he thought that that might 
partly meet the case. To meet the views of the deputation it would 


necessary to treat the five years’ separation, if the parties did 
ne together, as a cas: of desertion, as was the case in Scotland. 











Delay in Indian Appeals. 


At the sitting of the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council on 


Monday, Lord Buckmaster, in delivering judgment in a dispute between 


e Government of India and certain landowners about the proprietor 


ship of alluvial lands in the valley of the Ganges, pointed out that 


ration began in 1902. He said that it was deplorable that, 


now, their Lordships had not before them the materials that would 


} ‘at 
¢ At 


enable them to d aed finally of the ase, W hic h must therefore be 
remitted to the Su t 
should be identified by means of a map, which must form part of the 


Subordinate Judge’s decrees. 


ordinate Judge, It was necessary that the land 


; 


It was now seventy years since Lord Macaulay pointed out that the 


delay in Indian litigation constituted a reproach to our administration, 


ind their Lordships felt with regret that that reproach had not been 
away. A per od of fifteen years was needlessly long for the 


plaints in these pro eedings were issued, 


e 








Excess Profits Duty and Munitions 
Levy. 


In the House of Commons, on the 29th ult., Mr. Stanley Baldwin, 
unswering Mr. C. Reberts, who asked whether, in the case of controlled 


establishments having foreign book debts which they had been unable 


collect owing to the war, a due reserve would be allowed before com- 


puting the profits of the company for the purpose either of the excess 
profits tax or the munitions levy, said : Where in these circumstances 


1 reserve has been made, the payment of an appropriate amount of excess 
profits duty is allowed to remain in abeyance, and a like course will 


be followed for munitions levy. 


Mr. ( Roberts also asked whether. in the case of controlled estab 
lishments holding moneys in the countries of neutrals or of our Allies, 


} 


the valuation of such moneys for the purpose of determining the profits 


npany, whether for excess profits tax or munitions levy, should 
be taken at the rate of exchange current on the date at which the 
wcount was made up, Mr. Stanley Baldwin : Ordinarily the course sug- 
ested by the hon. member would be adopted, but in any case in which 
bviously inequitable result would be produced suitable alternative 


in 
methods would be considered. 











The Corn Production Bill. 


An influential committee, consisting of Members of both Houses of 
Parliament and the Council of the Land Union, met at Westminster 
ust week to consider the provisions of this Bill, and after full discus 
ion adopted a number of amendments prepared by the latter. These 
vill be raised on the Committee stage of the Bill 

I} hief points needing amendment if the provisions of the Bil 

I irried out with justice to the individual and advantage to the 
Stafe are the following 


That as regards the minimum wage of twenty five shillings a week 
for t} labourer if guaranteed prices are secured to the farmer, it 


understood that this wage has been based on the minimum prices 


Bill for ‘corn It is felt, therefore, that unless such 
prices are to be on a sliding scale—a wholly impractical proposit 

it is necessary to fix a flat rate of 25s. a week as the wage of an al 
bodied man, leaving the question of any higher figure to be mutua 


ugreed between employer and employee. Otherwise the whole ba 


of the Bill falls to the ground. The Wages Boards would thet 


left to decide such questions as what constitutes an able-bodied 


ind also the money value of cottages, allowances, &c It must be | 


in mind that the minimum wage at present being paid in agri ulture 18 
in manv cases in excess of that set out in the Bill, and naturally this 
is 


be so as long as war conditions prevail, and probably afterwa 
Sut it must not be overlooked that this Bill will remain in operatio 
ind provision for the future should according!) 


for at least six years, 
be made 
It ix also regarded by all practical agriculturists as an impossibi 


; 


to fix flat rates for piece work, such as hoeing, ditching, hedging, &c., 
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inasmuch as the conditions, state of cultivation, nature of the land and 
other factors which make the work more or less onerous, must vary 
on every farm, and frequently from field to field ; and consequently any 
attempt to fix prices for such work would involve inspection by the 
District Wages Board in each case before the work is put in hand. 

Very grave objection is also taken to the Board of Agriculture having 
absolute powers to enter and take land and disp ssess tenants without 
the latter having some right of appeal. To obviate this, power sho ild 
be given to secure arbitration in all cases of dispute—the precedent to 
be tollowed being the provisions as to appeal laid down by the Finance 
Act of 1910. Provision of a kind it is felt i be made 
meet cases where notice to quit is given with 
an arbitrator or arbitrators being appointed in 
as proposed in the Bill. In other words, there is 
to making the administrative body under the Bill the sole 
their own actions. 

Compensation should also be secured to owners pastures 
ploughed up by order of the Board or their representatives, where 
substantial loss is suffered, should it be necessary, when the period ot 
guaranteed prices ceases to ag lav down thi » ora 

The powers of the Board under the Bill should, it feit, 
to lands of a purely agricultural character, and private gardens 
orchards, nursery grounds, osier beds and woodlands should not 
within the scope of the Bill. 

There was also a very strong feeling that as this Bill may not be on 
the Statute Book for some time, immediate provision should be made 
to set up appeals tribunals, to which persons aggrieved by orders issued 
by the Board or the Agricultural War Committee under powers claimed 
to be given under the Defence of the Act should have the right 
to resort. 

The Committee only dealt with the questions of amending the details 
of the Bill, understanding that the Government are resolved on its main 
principles. Thé question of alternative proposals for the 
home supply of cereals was not therefore considered. 
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Companies. 


The Eagle and British Dominions Insurance Co. 
(Limited), 

The annual general meeting of the shareholders of this company was 
held on Thursday, 28th June, at the Cannon-street Hotel, Mr. E. M 
Mountain (chairman and managing director) presiding 

The Secretary (Mr. John Gardiner, A.C.A.) read the n 
the meeting and the auditors’ report 

The Chairman said: It is very agreeable to in 
the accounts for the year 1916 I am able to inform you that again we 
have had a very prosperous year. Our company transacts nearly every 
of insurance business, and department for t vear 
review shews a profit. This is due to the skill hard 
various managers who control these different de partments, 
our thanks are due. 


tice convening 
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and 


MARINE INSURANCE BUSINESS 


Turning to the accounts, you will see that « ! 
marine insurance this year amounts to £1,484,818 6s 
over the year 1915 of £464,464 17s. 5d., 
claims attaching to this year and previous years, expenses of manage 
ment, income-tax, and making a provision for excess profits duty, aiso 
alter writing off a loss on realization of se ' 
hand of £1,011,739 6s. 8d., 

Out of this balance we have transferred to the hal re fund 
£50,000, making it £200,000, and £5,000 to the investment re fund, 
Making this £80,000, and the £956,739 6s. 8d. we have 
carried forward. Before passing from marine figures 1 should like to 
say something about the general situation of marine insurance business 
It can be roughly divided into three headings—war risks, 
ind cargo insurance I will first deal th war risks 
rovernment, in my opinion quite rightly, have made provision 
they undertake a large amount of war insurance, there is 
which cannot be undertaken by them, and which must be carried by 
the insurance companies. About September last year we feared tha 
the submarine attack was likely to be largely developed, and 
premiums then offering were, in our opinion, inadequate to meet the 
risk, we went out of war risks almost completely from that date until 
February in this year. In the figures, therefore. a large yunt of 
our business had run off by 3lst December, and the provision required 
for outstanding liability on this is less than at anv other period. Owing 
to the increasing number towards the end of year y 
submarine perils, which, as you are aware, gradually increased week bv 
week, premiums steadily rose until about February of this yeat they 
were properly focussed to meet the losses. We then resumed. the risk 
and up to date have no reason to regret it Phe il uit ril till 
# serious one from the national point of . but I dos 

an underwriting point of view there is anything to fear 

Ting to hull and cargo insurances. the ‘ 
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Tue Fire DEPARTMENT. 
fire and general revenue account, it will be observed 
The premiums, after deduct 
ld., an of 
commissions, expenses Of manage 
rofits duty, &c., the funds amount 
£36,461 over last year. I think 
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Provide for Death Duties 
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B3, 


Assurance Company. 


Whether your Estate 
be large or small, it will 
pay you to take thought 
of the heavy toll that 
will be levied on it by 
the Government at your 


death. 


The “ Bounty” policy of 
the Standard exactly 
provides for this con- 
tingency. Write for 


leaflet S.J. 17. 


he STANDARD LIFE 


Est. 1825. 





King Willia 
& 3, Pall M 
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* Eagle V 1ave made a similar arrangement with the Sceptre Life The number of convictions for drunkenness in Carlisle, where th 
Association, which is one of the best-known a! soundest of life com State control scheme has now operated for twelve months, was fourteen P 
panies it tngland rhe Sceptre wae established in 1864 The | during June, against 139 during June last year. n 
amaligamat vith ¥ ompany, which has been agreed to unanimously At the Guildhall Juvenile Court on the 29th ult., during the hearing 
bot! awaits the consent of the Court of a heavy list of cases, Alderman Sir David Burnett was informed i 
the next month. The ‘ Sceptre has] 4) official of the L.C.C. that there was not an industrial school in , 
most Col sive nnance, | eins ON6 | England that had a vacan y at present. p= 
They have 1 : . ran ste ate A eae a n tl io »1f Commons on the 28th ult., Mr. Balfour informed te 
sbetainers 


ce reasons caused the Allies to place on the Gr 
nephew of the Kaiser, that he could add nothing to what M 
eady said. Mr. Lynch ; Does the right hon. gentleman be 


business 


of 

I right of the German Kaiser, seeing that he is anxious Cc 

! ie Kaiser's relatives on the Thrones of Europe ’ Mr. B G 
Che words ‘‘ divine right’’ have been greatly abused historica th 
t prepared to use them with regard to any institution. M 
f the Realm Losses Royal Commission had before i i we 


the 29th iim by Messrs. Kearley and Tonge (Limited 


£20,000 in respect of cheese which had been commandeered by 
1uthorities he Attorney-General said that the object of the author 
in these matters was, if some clear principle could be arrived at, 
1ir compensation should be given. It was agreed, swbject to the ( 
m ns appro al. that the net price should be 123s. 6d. per cwt. | 

figures had been very carefully considered, and he had no hesitat 
f the report and n recommending that the claim should be settled on these terms 
Arthur Addinsel 


tl ' m1 In the House of Commons on the 27th ult. Mr. Balfour, asked by 
a et : ii es Smith whether it was a correct interpretation of the Allied Not 
gi ident Wilson that Alsace and Lorraine were to be transferred 


t 


thout measures being taken to ascertain the wishes of 

concerned, replied: I cannot undertake to expound the 

n which the general principles laid down in the Allied Note 

Mr. Lees Smith : Are we to understand that the fate 

! ) be determined without their wishes being ascer 

: ime four: No, sir; obviously you cannot infer from thx 
ss mn “> on fhe | statement which h made what the hon. member seems to desir 


the vent wh - message from The Hague, dated Ist July, says: 1 
trmed ‘ Minister states that owing to the new Admiralty regulat 
i War Orders and Proclamations, &c.’’] the present "1 
across the North Sea would come within the dang: 

dering the passage of all shipping to and from Hollan om 

coast of England completely impossible. he I 

overnment, supposing that this cannot be the intention of the j 
ernment, has drawn the latter’s attention to the most ! = 
uences of these measures and has expressed the expectat ’ 
lation will be modified I 


t ; message from Madrid, dated 29th June, says: ‘“ King _ 
Legal News, se signed the following decree :—Article 1. Submarine Tht 
. | bellige: ms are prohibited from navigating in waters withi 
Appointments. ; on of Spain and from entering Spanish ports. Articl 
ppointed to be a Met: d submarines mentioned in Article 1 which enter waters within he 
ic iin Siete Winiemnan jurisdiction of Spain for any reason will be interned until the end of 
un eelen Bie wan calted | oe va Article 5. Submarines of neutral nations may penetrate 
i the N. Wales and | 5Panish. waters, but must travel on the surface and fly their national Ju 
flag plainly shewing 
Me Hexay Goopwis Root ; = o be a Metropolitan Replying in Parliamentary papers to Sir Clement Kinloch-Cooke, the ~ 
Police Mas ‘ resignation of Mr. Home Secretary says After carefully considering the whole question 
iialladiins cat ; oe r. Rooth was educated at | Of the treatment of the persons dealt with by the Home Office Com ms 
ieee om oak Sia tin thee Bias yn Employment of Conscientious Objectors, I have come to the ts 
Somat (thenald con m that, while the principles on which the Committee have acted 
: ight and should be maintained, the time has come when the pro ment 
. uppointed Mr. J. D. LANGTON, | cedure sh be strengthened, and the conditions of release more 
lemple, and Mr. T. Howarp DkIGHTon, | ctly en ( rhe Committee have accordingly amended their 
is their Under-Sheriffs purpose, and a copy of the rules as amended is being laid 
Che Committee have also decided to appoint a whole-time Toke 
L. bis >. ee eer ins} r to visit the work centres and supervise the administration and 
Changes in Partnerships. report periodically to the Committee 


Dissolutions. the House of Commons, on Monday, Mr. Macpherson, rej 


Wason, said: The War Office has issued clear instructi: A 
KESTEVEN, JAMES cruiting staff throughout the country giving effect to the Wat 
\rTuurR Stuart LecG, CHARLES ein: 
RONALD GRAHAM, and Fowarp Wu 


cision 
LIAM WYKE solicitors (Lawrence r Government Department to men who have received a cal 
(;rahat é Lit nt ‘ 


‘ al L, W.C.2. Jun | them not to report the action of such officia 

1S ' ’ the ! run eg ) retires Irom | , rized lf in any case they can show that the calling-up m 

the firm L zette, June 29 have been issued in error, and if in such cases it were to happen 

ALFRED ON SERN I olicito t ecruiting officer did not cancel the notices. 

Homfray ! f ! ley Staffordshire ‘ ul 
Hales ' ‘ ire 





CHuartes Wuirereap GRAHAM, THOMAS LAWRENCE 
FREDERICK NATHANIEL LAWRENCI 


If any instructions are being given by representatives 


ce instructing 


the representati 
ther-Government Department should at once communicate wit 
Department, which would make the necessary representation t 
War Office 


HoMAS Dewnur nd CHARLES Epwarp PrInroLp. 
tors (Lingards & H 


‘ountain-street Manchester 


June a The Vimes understands that the Government 


has been reluct 
; le ed to the « 
[Graze te, July 3 


onclusion that it will be impossible to pass a Bill estal Up 
ng a Ministry of Health during the prestnt Session of Parlian 
Three Bills have prior claims Ministers are pledged to place the 4pp 
General. Electoral Reform Bill and the Corn Production Biil on the Statute-book 

before the House rises, and the supporters of the Education Bill 
mnounce for irty Fn: - * 1 tn ing of 7 clauses) are also hopeful. The postponement of the me 
“nn ! ' 


rm, which Lord Rhondda has so much at 


heart, can o1 
mporary 


With the measures referred to out of the way, it 
in the foreiront of i 


Barrister-at-Law r ill 
at the Trial und in | be f f the Ministerial, programme. It is possible that 
oe also contain a number of inte- | it may be introduced in the House of Lords, and certain steps taken 
which are being published for the first time. which will facilitate its progress next Session. 


wi erbatin t rt 


the Court of Criminal Appe al 
resting photographs 
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; In the House of Commons on the 27th ult., Mr. Anderson asked the 
Prime Minister whether he had received a copy of a resolution unani 


mously adopted by the Industrial Triple Alliance, representing the Court Papers. 








, miners, the railwaymen, and transport workers of the country, urging - " . 
- that cons« = of wealth should have preceded cons ption of human Supreme Court of Judicature, 
’ ife, and calling on the Government for the e e preparation of 
l e, @ d ca li g on the Government for the immediat prepat ition i a ROTA OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 
register of wealth and property in order to prepare for real equality = d 
of sacrifice. The Chancellor of the Exchequer said :—The Prime Minis Date. — a ar a 
. . a ; ‘ DOTA, NO. . : . 
Mi ter has received a copy of the resolution referred to. I do not think 
anything would be gained by adopting the suggestion in the question Monday July 9 Mr. Church Mr. Leach Goldschmidt Mr. Biloxam 
at Mr. Pringle asked whether they were to understand that the statement + ae ae “4 — » ent h a. ela iat 
. . “ae - rt : ' ‘ ‘ ¥ . nesauay .. Joly farmer urenh Goldschm 
‘ of the member for W est Derby that 10 per cent. of the wealth of the | tharsday .... 12 Syne Jolly Farmer Leach 
country should be confiscated was not made with the authority of the Friday 1 Bloxam Synge Jolly Chureh 
a Government. The Chancellor of the Exchequer: I am not aware of Saturday 4 Borrer Bloxam Syoge Farmer 
the statement referred to, but I have myself said, and so has the Prime Date Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Minister, that as long as money is in the country we will take it for the ‘ SARGANT. ASTBURY YOUNGER, PETERSON, 
war one way or anot her. Monday July 9 Mr. Borrer Mr. Synge Mr. Jolly Mr. Farmer 
A case, said to be the first of its kind, was, says the Times, heard 2 * : a — ll — 
‘ at St. Austell on Monday, when 1). Cahill and the Austin Motor Works,  phursday .... 12 Church Gol ischmide Borrer Bloxam 
" Birmingham, were summoned for contravening the Defence of the Kealin | Friday . 13 Farmer Leach Goldschmidt Borrer 
regulations by canvassing or advertising with a view to inducing peisons Saturday lf Jolly Church Leach Goldschmidt 
at a distance of more than 10 miles from the factory to accept employ 
ment in it otherwise than by notifying vacancies to a Labour Exchange. 
The case for the prosecution was that the defendant company and - ‘ e 
‘ahi > srately c “avene . go tions *osters re Issue 
Cahill deliberately contravened the regulation I rs were issued Winding-up Notices. 
bearing the royal arms, advertisements inserted in newspapers, and a 
; meetings held, counsel observing that Mr. Cahill made a sort of royal JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
vis progress through South-West England. Three hundred and seventy LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
3 “ eight men “— recruited in the St. nanan eae Resse d stricts, includ London Gazette. —TURSDAY, June 26 
ing twenty-eig it after a serious warnit g ‘by the Min stry of Munitions DATTAS SYNDICATE, LTD. —Creditors are requested, on or before Aug 6, to sen] in their 
“ that proceedings would be taken if the action of the defendants was names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Ernest John 
’ not stopped. The defence was that no case was proved by the evidence Hayman, 18, St Swithin’s In, liquidator 
ss and that even if there was, a letter from the Ministry of Munitions na + EET MANUPACIURING Co Lae. 2 reditors re anuuteel, tee ~~ re July iy 
1 " ° ’ . > send the es 4% idresses ne h iculars o n debts o 
of 19th April was condonation. Nothing had been done since that dats Ge ie p - ea ahaa Y ; os : . a . — — ° a 
the T} , . , a ‘ ) rims! st, burmey, i yuldato 
The men enrolled applied in the ordinary way, and were sent througn Loxpoy & EUROPEAN | INANCE Co, Ltp, (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION.) Creditors 
the Labour Exchange. Fines of £10 on the firm and £5 on Cahill were are required forthwith to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of 
ne weal 2) eosts (Co gal iniin ' a their debts or claims, to W. B. Keen, 23, Queen Vi ria st, liquidator 
lhe imposed, with £80 costs. unsel intimated an appea ul. ©. B. Sympraen, Leb.—Creditors are reqeested, on or before Aug 6, to cond in thele 
s ——————————————— names and ‘addresse’, and the particulars of their debte or clams, to Ernest John 
ife one a . , . >. " . Hayman, 18, St Swithin’s In, liquidator 
er The directors of the London City and Midland Bank (Limited VALE OF CLWYD BACON CURING Co, LT! Creditors are required, on er bi fore July 11, 
announce an interim dividend for the past half-year at the rate of 18 to send their names and addresses, with par iculars of their debts or claims, to 
per cent. per annum, less income-tax, payable on the 14th inst., and ' tobert Jones, 21, Harrington st, Liverpool, liquidator, : 
they have voted a sum of £100,000 as a bonus for the staff. The divi “— BOLDON Bank House Worktne Men's Socal CLUB AnD Institute, LD. — 
: : reditors are required, on or before July 31, to sendin their names and addresses 
, dend for the corresponding period last year was at the same rate and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Henry French, 4, Frederick st 
eri —_— —- Sunderland, liquidator 
The London County and Westminster Bank (Limited) announce the ——e 
opening of their Madrid branch as from 18th June, in temporary pre ? pe ; , 
: . mises at Calle de Alcala 43, under the management of Mr. E. A Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 
n Uhthoff. ee ee ee London Gazette—FRIDAY, June 22 
2 Bell Reef Development Co, Ltd. Gloucester Paper Mills, Ltd. 
he Th P t M t Covent Garden Seed Bulb & Nursery, Ltl, Perey Crowe, Ltd 
, é roper y ar + [nternations », Ltd Wood Tuarnery & Tin Plate Workers’ Co 
. ; , Ilaro Rubber & Produce Estates, Ltd. ope ation, Ltd 
rate Forthcoming Auctior. Sales, 
I , . London vette, ~TUKSDAY, June 26 
- July 9.—Messra, KEMSLEY, at the Mart, at 2: Freeholds (see advertisement,’ back page, 
this week). Cocoa Trad ra & Planters, Ltd A.A. Exelusives, Ltd. 
July 10 and 24.—Messrs. HAMPTON & SONS, at the Mart: Freeholds, &c. (see advertise- | Lonion & European Finance Co Evans, Christie Shipping Co, Ltd. 
the ment, back page, June 23 and back page this week). 
Lion July 12 —Mes«rs. KNIGHT, FRANK & RUTLEY, at their Hanover Square Estate Rooms, 
m at 2.30: Bayswater Hill Residence (see advertisement, back page, June 23), ye ° oT? E ao 
af July 16.—Messr:. WILLIAM HovGuTon & C»., at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Properties WU inding-up of Enemy Businesses, 
ut (see advertisement, back page, this week). a . : 
ted July 18.—Messrs. TROLLOPE, at the Mart, at 2; Leasehold Town House (see adverti e London Gazette. —FRIDAY, June 
pro ment, back page, June 30). aa ALPRED RITTER, Sydenham, Glass and China Dealer. — Creditors are : equired, on or before 
ne NOTICE. July 24, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts and 
cir WREST PARK ESTATE, BEDFORDSHIRE. claims, to W. J. H. Boyle, 132, York rd, Westminster Bridze rd, controller 
_— Mesers. DANIEL SMITH, OAKLEY & GARRARD beg to announce that the sale by | E Von Der Heypr & Co, 6, Austin Friars,—Creditors are required, on or before July 31, 
laid Auction of the Wrest Park Estate, as a vertised, will NOT take place at the Mart to send their names and address: s vod particulars of their debts and claims, to A. E. 
ime Tokenhouse-yard,on Tuesday, 17th July, 1917, as the property has been SOLD privately Cutfor h, 5, London Wail bidgs, controller 
ind € 











| THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 
FUND, LIMITED, 


a’, BMOoOoORGA. TEI saTRE=zsT, Z.0O0MLDOoOW, z.c. 
‘hn ESTABLISHED IN 890. 
ie: LICENSES INSURANCE. 


SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERB. 
: Upwards of 750 Appeals to Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the direction and supervision of the Corporation. 
nt Suitable Clauses for iasertion in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settled by Counsel, will be sent on 


the appli 
: ean POOLING INSURANCE. 

ire The Corporation also insures risks in connection with FIRE, CONSEQUENTIAL LOSS, 
11 BURCLARY, WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION, FIDELITY CUARANTEE, THIRD PARTY, &o., under 
that a perfected Profit-sharing system. 

= KPPLY FOR PROSPECTUS. 
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Lond TUESDAY, June 26, 

Houtnvsen & Co, 25, Dacres rd, Forest Hill. ~Creditors are required, on or before July 
7, to send their names and addresses,and the particulars of their debts and claims, 
to Ernest Norton, 3, Crosby sq, controller. 

GEORGE WILLIAM KIDERL#N, 4 and 6, Mo r In.—Creditors are required, on or before 
Aug 7, to send their names ani addresses, and,the particulars of their debts and elaims, 
to Geoffrey Bostock, 21, lronmonger In, controller. 


n Gazette. 


9 
ei, 





Creditors’ Notices. 


Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


LAST DAY OF CLAIM, 


Lond 26 

Beraor, CAROLINE LUISE Avat 

BEVAN, CHARLES Henry, L 
Llandudno 

CHAMPION, ELIZABETH SARA, Rottingdean, Su sex 

COLLYSS, JOHN BARRETT, Duly orton, Somerset, Surg-on 
Dulverton 

Cook, JoHN, Notti.gham t 
Finsbury sq 

CORNWALL, Kats, Farn 

Corr, WILLIE SHAMBI 


rvuESpDAY, June 


STK, Hove Augl C 
andudno, Carnarvon 


n Cazette 


veesman, Brighton 


Bootmaker July 10 Bone & Son 


July 31 Peskett, Brighton 

July 26 Barrow & Chapman, 
rr, York Gate, Regent's Park July 30 Dale & Son, 
Potter & Crundwell, Farnham 

July 26 Boas», Great Torrinzton 


», Great Winchester st 
Kingsbury & Turner, 


Aug l 
Devon, Farmer 
Huntingdon July 31 Sutton & ¢ 
ai rd, Clipton, Comedian July 28 


mam, Sirrey 
ou, Langtree 
NkKW30N 
Asht 


CousANs, Gur 
CROWLEY, DANIEL 
Brixton rd 
CuRrsl, ANACLETO, Great Crosby, Lancs 
Davies, THOMAS BowcoTT, Newtown 
Leominster 
DICKASON, EMMA 


Joynson, L verpool 
Aug 2 Lioyd & Son, 


Fruit Broker Aug 20 
ur Leominster, Farmer 


ly 24 Wortham & Co, Royston, Herts 
July 31 Peskett, Brighton 
Jay 31 Robinson & Biaber, Philpot io 
& Co, Liverpool 
Farmer July 27 


Litlington, Cambri.'ge J 
EAST, FRANK, Brightoo, Licensed Victualler 
EVANS, ALFRED, Porchester ter, Hyde Par 
Evans, Joun, Waterloo, Lancs July 31 Barrell 
FaRRowW, GkOKnGE CLIFFORD, Ousden, Suffolk 
Newmarket 
FIRNLEY, ALPKXED ERNEST, Southampton Aug t 
Hovgsos, Joux, How Mill, Cumbecland, Far ner 
Hopason, WILLIAM, Fishlake or Doncaster. 
D neaster 
HOOLRY, JAMES, 
Hupson, JoHN 
Hv@uKs, Georges BAnTuRTT, 
INNES, REGINALD SHERRATS, Ca nberley 
MAKIN, WILLIAM, Oi\dham, Lancs Avg 
MANTLE, Rosa ADELIVE, Bourn ith 


. Eunion & Ennion, 
Stephene & Locke, Southampton 
Augl Errington & Son, Carlisle 

Farmer Aug 7 Atkinson & Sons, 

am & Sidebotham, Stockport 

Kensington July 30 Lea, Manchester 

rkenhead, Cheshire Jul Lamb & CC», Birkenhead 

Surrey S:pt 30 Close, Camberley 

2 Houston, Duchy of Lanca.ter Office, London 

July 28) Henderson & Hall vark, Liandudnao 

MARKHAM, Sir AkTHUR BAS!L, MP, Portland July 24 Bied & Hird, Gray's inn aq 

MATTHEWS, JANK, barkway, Herts July24 Worthim & Co, Royston, Herts 

PAYNE, JOHN, M:ldreth, Cambs, Fruit Grower July 24 Wort am & Co., 

Herts 
PAYNE, JOHN THOMAS, 
& Son, Danedi 

PRASK, ELLEN ARMYTAGE, B 

PROCTER, ROBERT, arlington 

QUESADA, KAPARL ZAMORA ¥ DE 

Bayswater Augi8 Ru orl 
Reepd, CunisropugKn, York, Bo 
RICHARDS, JAMES MEREDITH, 

Williams, Carmarthen 
ROGERS, ANVA MARIA ADRIANA DREWINDT, Argyll mane, Addison Bridge, Kensington 

July 31 Black, Newport, lof W 
SAMPSON, THOMAS EDWARD, North Birkenhe 

Liverpool 
SLATTERY, FRAN 
SMITH, HENRY CHAI 

Winchest>r st 
SoLoMONS, DAVID, Wentworth bldgs, Goulston st, Whitec iapel, Fish Salesma 

Grover & Mills, Queen Victoriast 

STANDRING, MARY, Bowdon July 24 Lea, Minchester 

Sutton, WILLIAM, Salisbiry, Miller Augl Stephens & Locke, Southamp ‘on 

TACHAU, CHARLES JosgvH, Manchester, Avent Auz20 Bower & Co, bream’'s bidgs 

PEBBUTT, WILLIAM, Ilkeston, Derby, Licensed Victua'ler July 31 Barlow & Son, Not- 

tingham 

THORPR, JOHN SOMERLED, Col lingt 

Poyne®, WILLIAM AUSTIN MARSHALI 

SheMfeld 

TORTLE, AvGUsTUsS, Liverpool Ang 22 

rysen, HENRY ERSKINE, Park pl, St Ja 

VAUGUAN, SUSAN, Birkenhead, Cheshire 

WARNER, ADELINE, 4t Leonards on Sea 

W est, CHARLRS, Bristol, Furniture Dealer 

WHEATCROFT, ELLEN, Sheftield Aug 22 

WILLIAMSON, JOHN, Bostock, nr Middlew ch, Farmer 


sidebot 


aker Aucl 
n Palace man 


Stockport 
Kensingt 


Royston, 


harch hill, Walt amstew, licensed Victualler July 30 Turner 
House, Basinghal! av 
verley, Yorks July lO Frankish & ©», ul 
Durham July 3 Wooler, Darlington 
Marquis VINDO DE VALERO DE URRtA,!Pemnbridge gdans, 
& to, Norfolk at 
Maker Aug 20 Wood, Vork 
Lanstephan, Carmarthenshire July 21 Walters & 


ad, Chester, JP July 24 Sampson & Co 


July 20 Davie, Hove 
Kings ‘lif, Jera-y J ly 31 


1s James, Hove 
NER, | er 


Su'ton & Co, Great 


Aug 3 


Bro vn & Co, Old Jewry 
Agent Augvz Tayl r& Emmet, 


on, Notts Ju'y 
Sheffield, Colliery 


aster (flice 
hmbrs, Moorgat 
Birkenhead 
Coleman st 


Houstoun, Duchy of Lan 
Aug 6 Real, Tower 
Juy 23 Lamb & Co 
July 31 Bennett & Ferri 
July 31 Hobbs, Bris'ol 
Taylor & Emmet, Sheffiel t 
Angl Pelley & Co, Crew 


es 
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ADAMS, WILLIAM, Gow!lett rd, Peckham, InsuranceAgent Aug 1 Priest & Sons, Liver 
pool 
BAUGH, Maj GUILLUM S« 
Billiter aq 
BAXTER, LEONARD 
hall av 
Bess, RICHARD 
BENSON, GRORGE, 
chester 
BRATTON, Lucy, Sandon, Staffs July 31 Samble, Burton 
BRICK WOOD, Dame Jessie ELIZA, Portsmouth Aug Al 
BUTTERFIELD, THOMAS, Keighley, Yorks, Timber Merchant 
Keighley 
CALDICUFT, WALTER 
CARTER, WALTER Tu 
budge row 
CHADWICK, JOSHUA. Baroley, Laces, Physician Ju'y 23 
CHAPMAN, JOHN, Sheffield July 31 Gould & 
CLARKE, HERBERT CasTON, Old Fletton, Huatingdons 
Peterborough 
COLLINS, Col CHARLES BURY 
Couns, JAMES Southport, Dector 


TT, Langham mans, Earl's Courtsq Aug 15 Druces & Attlee, 


ARTHUR, Folkestone Aug rurner & Son, Dunedin Hvuse, Basing- 
Walsall 
July 31 


s & Son 
Builder 


Staffs Aug2S Eva 
Manchester, Organ 


JAMES, Walaal!, 
Stretford, nr Dorkray, Man- 
m Trent 

n, Portsmouth 

July 16 Wright & Wright 


10 
l 


Au: 3 Hemming, Worce-ter 
ri, Sydenham Ang 3l Nelson & Co 


Worces'er, Hop Merchant 
MAS, Cryst«l Pala‘e Park ‘ 
Procter & 3on, Buroley 
Sheffield 
Aug 4 


Coombe 
Wyman & Abott, 
Greenw || & Co, Berners st 


Aug 15 ll 
Mellodew, Oldham 


Aug 3 





Cozens, Frank Amos, Truro, Cornwall, House Decorator July 31 Bennetts, Truro 

DALE, CHARLES JoserH, Eastbourne, Draper July 830 Dale & Son, Finsbury sq 

DANSIELL, EDWARD CECIL, Qneen’s gdns, Lancaster Gate, Stockbroker 
Sanderson & Co, Qieen Victoria st 

Dunn, Very Rev CLEMENT JOHN CANON, Ballance rd, Homerton 
Withal!, Bedford row 

EARLE, IsaBeL, Andover, Hants July 27 Fraser & Christian, Finsbury pymt 

ELKINS, CHARLES EDWARD, Erdington, Wsrwick Aug 26 Restall, Birmingham 

EVANS, JAMES, Leigh, Lanes, Grocer July 21 Wright & Rigby, Leigh 

Groroe, AGNES COLLIER Wemyss St Augls Greenwell & Co, Berners st 

GETTING, Ernic Nox, St Leonards on Sea Augl5 Stannard & Bosanquet, Eastcheap 

GOBBRBT!, THOMAS JAMES, Leyton, Essex July 16 Freeman, Lea Bridge rd 

GOLDING, CYRIL JOB, Forest Row, Sussex, Pharmacist July 31 Sprout & Sons, Oxted, 
Surrey 

HALLIWELL, THOMAS, Eccles, Lancs, Manufacturer Aug 3l Ogden & Co, Manchester 

Honsov, Lucy CAROLINE, Trowbridge, Wilts July 31 Gould & Coombe, Sheffield 

HILL, BERTHA ALETHEA, Warwick July 23 More & Tibbits, Warwick 

Horr, JaMes, Oxenhope, Yorks, Farmer July 16 Wright & Wright, Keighley 

Hork, JoserH WALTON, Carlisle, Licensed Victualler July 31 Wannop & Westmor. 
land, Carlisle 

HORSFALL, SARAH, Sale, Cheshire 

HORNE, MINERVA, Burnley July 25 

Hupson, ELIZABETH, Bath Aug 24 

HvuTcHiInson, WILLIAM FaaNncts Moors, Eastbourne Aug 15 Dennes, South Molten st 

Jackso%, Emtty ELIza Constan E, Cornwallrd July31 Hughes & Son, Edg«are rd 

JEFFKINS, Geo: GE, Chelmsford July 31 Re ge & Ackroyd, Broid Street pi, Fins 
bury cir 

KNOX, ARTHUR Rics, Pall Mall July 31 

LINCOLN, EMMA MATILDA, Sherborn~, Dora t 

LOVELESS THomMAS Henry, Harley st J ly 31 

MARLEY, Geonce HENRY, Cran rook rd, Ilford, Chief Eugineer 
Austin friars 

MARSH .LL, GERMAN BUXTON, Sutton in Ashfield, Notts July 31 
Ashfield 

MARSHALL, MARION ELIZABETH, 
terwick upon Tweed 

MASSER, SARAH ANN, Shaw, Lancs Aug ll 

McDEKMoTT, EpwaArD, Croydon, Civil Servant 
Bench walk, Temp'e 

NEIGHBOUR, HANNAH, Aveuue mana, Finchleyrd July 15 Smith, Halstead, Essex 

‘ADES, ALFRED, Winchester July 28 Dowling, Winchester 

PARRY, JOUN ALWYN, Lilanerchymedd, Anglesey, Chemist Ju'y 28 Davies, Carnarvon 

Perrect, Rev HENRY THEODORE, Bath Augé Clarke & Co, John st 

PHILLIPS, MAXIMILIAN, Finborough rd, Fulham July 26 Spyer & Sons, Austin friars 
House, Austin friars 

PIgoT, MARY ELIZABETH, Market Drayton Augl 

POTTER, EDWARD ARTHUR SMALLEY, Wallingford, Berks July 31 
Henrietta st 

PRICE, JosEPH, Halesowen, Worcester, Income Tax Collector 
Old Hill, Staffs 

RAWSON, PHILip HEATHCOTR, Sherborne, Dorset July 81 Corbould & Co, Henrietta 

RITCHIR, EMILY *opiite#, Seediey, Salford July 30 Redhead, Manchester 

ROB\RTS, JAMES ALEXANDER, Flixton, Lancs July 31 Dockray, Manchester 

RoBsRTs, WILLIAM WILCOCKSON, Sheffield July 21 Gould & Coombe, Sheffield 

Roores-Harrison, L eit-Col AUGUSTUS NAPOLEON, Cheltenham Augil Sutherland, 
Clement's inn prasige, Strand 

RUNCIMAN, THOMAS (the younger), Ely, Cambs, Veterinary Surgeon 
Campbell, Ely 

SABELL, MARY ELIZABETH 

! HoMAS, JosEern, Cardiff, Contractor 

THOMPSON, LOUISA MARTHA, Sheffield 

THORPE, GEORGINA BEATRICE, Guildford Aug4 Capron & Sparkes, Guildford 

RAPP, SARAH, Walton on Thames July 31 Gray, Walton on Thamss 

TAYLOR, JOSEPH, Southport Aug 15 Yates, Southport 

TOWNSEND, Tom Cross, Leicester July 30 Clay & Co, Nuneaton 

WALPOLE, EL'ZA, Leamington Road villas, Westbourne Park July 31 
V ctoria et 

WARBURTON, MARIA, Southport July 31 

WARD, Epwarp, Bournemouth Jaly 30 Stacp ole, Bournemouth 

WARDLE, Mary JANE, Prestwich, Lancs Aug 8 Grundy & Co, Manchester 

WILLIAMS, 81GNK ELISARETH, Eastbourne Auz 8 Soppitt, Carmarthen 

July 31 Dunn & Baker, Exeter 


WILLIS, JOHN, Exeter, Baker f 
WRIGHT, ALFRED, Birmingham, Nurseryman Aug 9 Locker, Birmingham 


July 31 


Aug 1 Withall € 


July 31 Slater & Co, Manchester 
Smith, Worple rd, Wimbledon 
Chesterman & Sons, B th 


Fiadgate & Co, Pall Mall 

July 25 F ooks & Griml_ y, Sherborne 
Farrer & Co, Liacola’s inn fields 

Aug 6 Bu:ld & Co, 


Shacklock, Sutton in 
Berwick upon Tweed July 31 Sanderson & Co, 


Chadwick, Rochdale 
July 25 Griffinhoofe & Brewster, King’s 


Marshall & Co, Liangolien 
Corbould & Co, 


July 28 Cooksey & Co, 


Aug 1 Hall @ 
Jaly 1 Smith & Co, Birmingham 
July 31 Forsdike, Cardiff 

4ug6 Vickers & Co, Sheffield 


AGnrs, Birmingham 


Arthur, Queen 


Minor & Co, Manchester 


Lon lon Gazette.—TURSDAY, July 3. 


Mic'iell, Wellington, Somerset 


Aug 3 
Master Miriner Aug 7 


ALLEN, ANNIE Lovutsa, Exeter, Devon 
shields, 


ALEXANDER, GEonGR LuGsDIN, South 
Bristol 

ATKINSON, MARY ANN, Kersal, nr Manchester July 31 

BARRON, Evstace JoHN FirzGERALD, Weston super Mare 
Bridgwater 

"BARD, ANN, Dungworth, nr Sheffield July 25 

BEILBY, ELIZABETH, St Helens, Lancs July 28 Swift & Co, st Helens 

BELL, RALPH, Birkenhead, License! Victualler July 30 Lamb & Co, Birkenhead 

BORGSTROM, CoNSTANC’, Faversham, Kent July 30 Peacock & Goddard, South sq, 
Gray's inn 

Bovuttox, Howarp Duron, Cheltenham 

Bareas, JOHN SMITHSON, Dudley, Worcs 

BUDGEN, FREDERICK, Reigate July 31 

Carpozo, DAVID, Sutherland av, Maida Vale 
bury sq 

CARSON, ALEXR, MA, Fairfield rd, Upper Edmonton 
ton av, Rathgar, Co Dublin 

CHAPPELL, WILLIAM, Hillingdon, Middlx, 
church bidgs 

Comnr, BENJAMIN, Cheltenham, Mal'ster July 31 Williams, Cheltenham 

CoRDER, CHARLOTTE ELIZABETH, St Albans, Hertford Aug 11 Guscotte & Co, Essex st 

COWNEY, HAROLD JAME: MORRISON, Birmingham, Brassfounder Aug 7 Gem & Co 
Birmingham 

Caook, ANN, Malmesbury, Wilts July 31 Withy, Bath 

CRO K, JN, Waddesdon, Bucks Augil Parrout & Co:l s, Ayl-sbury 

DIMEN?, JoHS HARRY, Lan lor:d, Stockwell, Grocer Aug6 Morton & Patterson, OM 
Jewry chmbrs 

FARMER, AGNES, Rhyl, Flint Aug 4 

SEAL, FREDERICK ¢RENCH, Wor-hing, S>licitor 
harch st 

GREENWOOD, Major, Hackneyrl 

H\RpWICK, EMMA, leeds Jal) 3 

HART, GEORGE WASHINGTON, Hampstead Ju y 31 New: an & Co, Clement's inn 

Hewett, MARGARRBTTIA, Barry,Giam Augl0 Band, Ca:diff 

HiLLE, HARRIET, Bexley Auzi4 Smith & Nudson, Fenchurch st 

Hogan, Hepszinan, Teignmouth Aug? Full, T-ignmouth 

HvuGHBS, MARY ANN, Liverpool \ugl0 Co ke, Liverp ol 

Jones, JOHN SpMON» DANENBURGH, Lower North st, Poplar, Medical Practition 
Bradshaw & Waterson, Royal L don House, Finsbury #q : 

Jongs, Joun, Carno, Montgomeryshire, Farmer July 31 Williams & Co, Newtow®, 
Moutgomeryshire 


Stevens, 


Parker, Manchest r 
July 31 Poole & Son, 


Hiller, Sheffield 


Augcl Haddock, Cheltenham 
Jaly 29 Slater & Camm, Dudicy 
Mo risons & Nightingale, Reigate 
July 31 Emanuel & Simmonds, Fis 


Augl Mary H Carson, 20, Brigh- 


Ruilder July 31 Longhurst Fen 


Ore, Birmingham 


Aug 14 Smith & Hudson, Ff 


July 23 Be-kingsale & Co, Copthall av 
E usley & Son, Leeds 


or Angd 








arvon 


friars 


tevens, 





eee 





